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not then be obliged to keep up our 
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UR Duty in Caſe of the 
Death of our Deprived 
A Fg Fathers, is now mo 
ſeaſonably to be ſtated, before the 


Caſe fall out. \ 


_ 
In that Caſe, Preſcription, as 
allowed by the Law of Nations, 


will reſolve the Queſtion in favour 


of the preſent Poſſeſſors. P. 4 
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bu preſent Poſſeſſion © fa. 


voured by the Rules whereby Men 


deal with each other. Which ſame 


Rules God alſo is pleaſed to pre- 


ſcribe to himſelf in bis dealings with 


- Met 7. 


IV. 


Since God bas withdrawn' his 
extraordinary Ways of deſurning 
| Perſons, they, who are alone in 


A2  Piſſeſſun 


The Contents. 


| Piſſeſſim of an Office ( without 
13015 f which Office no more 


than one at one time is capable, are, 


for that reaſon, to be preſumed” as 


deſigned for that Office by God = 
bine... P. 24 
C 8 i 


7h Reaſoning bold particu- 


larly in continuing ſuch a Power 


4s that is of Epiſcopacy, which is 


ſupreme in ite kind, and can be 


derived from none but God himſelf. 
Then there is but one Biſhop in 


a Diſtrict, we can no more juſtifie 


our continuing our Separation 


from him, than we could, X if we 


bad begun 2 Separation before Al 
tar was ereffed againſt Altar. P.2 1 
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which: were not ſo Originally. P. 27 
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| The Schiſm of particular c "IM 


cbes from the Catholick Church on 
EBarib reſults from the Right 4 
particular Biſhop bus to have his 
Acts ratified i= Heaven. And 
therefore ceaſes when there is no 


particular Biſhop on the * op- 


polite to the Poſleflor. © P. 33 


VIII. 
If. therefore Foreigners concern 


d re in Juriſd ictions not he- 
longeng to them, without any Obli- 


gation to do ſo, in order to the Aſ- 


ſerting the Right of 4 Biſhop of 


the Place, they involve the mſelves 
and the Subj . that ſhall j joyn 


with them in lang lo in the guilt of 


| Schilm. + 41317 TIER 
NS . concern for our old Do- 
43 4 of Paſſive Obedience and 

Non - Reſiſtance will not oblige 


ur to keep up the . P. 45 
88 | 
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Sees ſhall be fairly vacated. P. 52 


paſ into a Precedent. P. 


Bret. 


The Contents. 
The greateſt 


Communicants, which yet, will 
be beſt avoided by our reunion to 
our old Brethren, when our Fathers 


| The Doctrine | 
dency of the Church on the State 
is ſo 


Separation from them. P. 62 


T he preſent Pretences for excu- 


| {ing the Schiſm, are Not likely to 


71 


Recorſe to Foreigners, for keep- 
in up an oppoſite Succeſſi ba os 


Sc iſmatical Rivals, after the 


Death, or ceſſion of thoſe who bad 


the better title is not juſtifiable by | 


any Precedents of any tolerable Au- 


Iiquity. FP. 79 


danger to thoſe Do- 
A rines is from the Occaſional 


of the Indepen- 


generally owned by our divided 
hren, that the Aſertion of that 
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our preſent invalidly deprived 


Fathers ſhall leave all therr Sees 


vacant, either by Death, or. 


5 Reſignation,] we ſhall not hen 
be obliged to keep up cur 
Separation from thoſe Biſhops 
who are as yet involved in 


- . the Guilt of ond Ty Un. 
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T. 
Our Duty, 


In Caſe of 


the De ath 
of our de- 
_ proved Fa- 
thers, is 
nom moſt 
ſeaſonably 2 
to be ſta- 
ted, before 
the Caſe 
fall out. 


A Caſe in View 


Bice in relation to the preſent 


Schiſ n. We are agreed in aſſer- 
ting the Spiritual Rights of our 


ſurviving Fathers, who are fili 
pleaſed to claim them, which 


no Lay-deprivations can take from 
them. We are agreed in abſtamn- 
ing from the Communion, not on- 


ly of the Riva! Biſhops them- 


ſelves, who are the principal 


5 Schiſmaticks 3 but of all others 
alſo, who have made themſelves 


acceſſary to the Schiſm by any 
Sacred Communion. with thoſe Ri- 


vals. Nor can we think our 
felves at liberty from the Duty of 
aſſerting thoſe Rights till they, to 

whom we owe that Duty, ſhall iF- 
think fit to diſcharge us from it 
by fome explicite, or, at leaſt, 


implicite, Renunciation of their 


Title to them. But there is a 
Caſe in view wherein we may, 
perhaps, not prove ſo ananimous, 


unleſs 


0 n v 
. . 
1 
1 1 Sx. N o 
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Confu der d. 


Z unleſs we provide for it before it 
come to paſs. That is, on a 
Suppoſition, that a/l our preſent 
Surviver's Sees” were fairly vaca- 
ted, by Death, or Renunciation. 
This 3 — ſuppoſed, the En- 
quiry will be, whether ſuch J- 
cancies, Of er kind, will fuf- 

| fice to put an end to our preſent 
Schiſm 2 Or, whether we ſhall - 
till be under any Obligation, 
even in . Caſe, to keep up 
our oppoſite Aſſemblies 2 And nom 
is the fitteſt Seaſon for examin- 
ning it, whileſt our Brethren are 
moſt mndifferem to follow what, 
upon examination, is found true. 

Before the) ſhall have declared 

their Opinions, before they ate 

| divided into Parties, before any 

= Fferment has riſen, which is a na- 

| tural conſequence * ſuch a ſubdi- 

viſſon into Parties, which ray 
make them 415 equal Judges of 
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Reaſons produced for a Cauſe o- 

poſed by them. 5 

Tn that LT . ; WET 
Ge fr- In the Caſe therefore now W/˖ 
cri pt ion, * | 5 Fg 
lowed mentioned, wherein there is no 
by the Law 


of Kerio, diſpoſſeſſed Rival that can pre- 


wil db tend a better Title than the Foſ- 
| Queſtion ſeſſor ; I think all equal Rules of 
"3 rag 99 5 Judging from the nature of the 
Jars, © Spiritual Society, or the allowed 
Practices of the Church, will ob- 
lige us to give ſentence in fa v 
of the Aclual Poſſcſſers. It is the 
intereſt of all Societiec to allow] 
Poſſeſſion it ſelf for a better claim 
than any elſe can have who has 
no better claim than the Poſleſ- 
for himſelf antecedently to his 
i Pſſeſſun. This is the Intere ſt of = 
 Soctetres in general, without which 
it is impoſſible that Diſputes of 
Figbt, depending on diſputable 
Falle, beyond the memory of 
living Wundſes, can ever be de- 
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Conſider d. 
termined. For no future Age 
can ever pretend to more Evi- 
dence of ſuch Fafs than the Age 
wherein they were tranſacted. At 
leaſt not Ordmarily. Poſterity 
3 therefore cannot Ordinarily pre- 
tend to put ſuch Facts out of 
Diſpute, which were, bond fide, 
diſputable within che vtmoſt me- 
mory of living Witneſſes. This 
makes it the latereſt of Societies in 
general, that ſuch Poſſeſſors ſhould. 
be continued in their Poſſeſſion. And 
ſuch Publick Intereſts muſt needs 
be Right. The repagn.mcy that is 
commonly obſerved between utile 
| and honeftum is not (as it is com- 
monly underſtood) as if tue Ju- 
tereſt could ever be a corrvpt Prin- 
ciple of Judging. In that Caſe 
pri vate Intereſt is made the Stan- 
dard by untchilful Judges. Which 
S yer zs, in truth, 10 Jatereſt at all, 
. ſo far as it is inconfiſtent with 
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(2 A Caſe in View 
the Publick, which are the greater 
Intereſts. Here therefore the Poſ- 
ſeſſors Title muſt needs be good 
When there is no living diſpoſſeſ- 
ſed Perſon who can pretend to 
have a better Title. This is the 
true ground of the Right of Pre- 
ſeription, as it is admitted, by 
the conſent of Civilixed Nations, 
for a Law of Nations, for deter- 
mining the Rights of Sovereigus 
and Independent Bodies, who own 
no Superior Judicatery. And the 
Right of this Topick is not only 
owned, but pleaded, by Jephtha 
againſt the Ammonites. The words 
are yery remarkable to this pur- 
poſe :- While Iſrael dwelt in Heſh- 
bon and her towns, and in Aroer 
and her towns, and in all the Cities 
that be along the coaſt of Arnon, 
three hundred years. Why therefore 
did ye not recover them within that 
me? He thence infers this Con- 
= --. {1 qe: 


? 


= Confid er'd. | | 7 
ſequence: Wherefore I have not 
ned againſt thee, but thou duſt 
me wrong to war againſt me. The 
Lord be judge this day between the 
Children of Iſrael, and the Chil- 
dren of Ammon, i Judg. 11. 26, 
27. He admits of this Claim of 
an wncontroverted Piſſeſſieu, as ſo 
= Juſt a Plea of Right, as to make 
the Poſſeſſors guilty of no Sin, and 
the Original Proprietors guilty of 
doing wrong, if they proſecuted their 
Claim after fo deciſive a Preſeri- 
ption. And this with regard, 
even to C on ſctence He could not _ pre- 
otherwiſe appeal ſo confidently i be 
as he does, to the judgment Of the nuts 
God himſelf, who reſpects. no e 
Perſms, but judges: by the moſt vith each 


| a ee other. 

exatF Rules of Conſciencte. | Which 
3, , . , 0 ame Rule 
This Conſideration is the ceaipis 


more to be regarded in this Caſe, pieltribe 
becauſe God himſelf, in his deal- 1 b“ 
ings with | Mankind, has been ages 
. = 4 ow 


A Caſe m View 
pleaſed to condeſcend to regu- 
late himſelf by che ſame Rules 
of Equity, which have been re- 
_ ceived by the civil part of 
Mankind in their dealings with 
each other :+ This he plainly. 
| ſuppoſes when he is pleaſed to 
covznant with us, with the ſame 
Ceremomes by which we alſo ſe- 
cure Performance. He is pleaſed 
to ſwear, though he has no 
Superior to whom he can ap- 
peal as a Witneſs of his Since- 
rity, nor as a Judge of his real 
Performance of what he had ſti- 
pulated for. He was pleaſed to 
covenant with his People by the 
then received Symbols of Cove- 
nanting, by paſſing through the 
divided halves of the facrificed 
Calf; and with Abraham by 


tas 5 Fowls - This was a: Ceremony 


and 


Conſider d. 


* 


and Excifion, in caſe of viela- 
tion of the Faith ſo given, of 
which the Supreme was utterly 
uncapable, who neither was 
7 0 of ſuch a Violation, nor 
of Exciſon, nor had any ſupe- 
rior Power to nfl the Exci- 
fron, in caſe he had been capa- 
ble of them. This could be 
therefore with no other deſign 
but that of giving the ſame 
| Security to his Creatures, | in the | 
uſe. of thoſe Covenantins Sym 4 
bols, which they would we 
thoug ht ent to ſatisfie 
hots” if they had received the 
like Stipulations from any of their 
Fellow-Creatures. I know. very 
well that the Poets did own 
an Irflition of Puniſhment, and 
that a very ſevere one, on their 
received popular Gods, in caſe 
they perjured themſelves in Oaths 
e by che Riyer Styx, | 
Nor 


7 Caſe in View 


Nor is it to be thought ſtrange 
chat they ſhould do fo, be- 
cauſe themſelves had no higher 
Opinions of thoſe Gods than as 


of foute and flexible Beings 
(een ig gurus, as the Arians 
thought concerning the 9 


himſelf) and as ſubject to the 
Authority, and controulable by the 


Power of the 5 the Father 


and Sovereign, and Fountain of all 
derived Deity, This ſeems to have 
been the true reaſon why Oaths, 
with expreſſed © or tmplyed Im- 
precations were commont) y ex- 


pefzed, as well as given in Cove- 
ante, even with their Gods them- 
ſelves. And the ſupreme Being, 


finding them ſo . commonly 
recei ved, was pleaſed to give 


his own People the fame Securi- 


ty that was commonly given 


by the Gods of all other Na- 
: BONS, By this means he as 


much 8 
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Conſider d. 5 
much aſſured his People of the 
Performance of what was ſtipu- 
lated on his part, as he could 
have done if he had been as 
capable of violating his Stipula- 
tions, and as capable of a proper 

Coercion as the Heathens believed 
their Popular Deitys to be. But 
this was only a Condeſcenſun to 
the Infirmities of thoſe with 
whom he was pleaſed to ſtipu- 
late. Who, becauſe they knew 
no other Nation could pretend 
to the immediate Patronage of 
the infinitely perfect Being, were 
ever unawares inclinable to as 
mean Notions of their own Pa- 
_ tron, as the Heathens had of 

their. . Otherwiſe, the Eſſential 

Immutability, as well of his With, 
as of his Nature, could not in- 
deed receive any Acceſſory by 
ſuch Ceremonies of Stipulation, as 
to the Security thereby given wo 
1 8 the 
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the Party with whom the Stiyu- 
lation is contracted, that Immu- 

tability of the Divine Nature be- 
ing itſelf leſs poſſible to fail of 


what had been undertaken by ir, 


than any mutable Free-will, under 
whatſoever reſtraint of a threat - 
ned Puniſhment. This therefore 


could be for no other end but that 


fame which is deſigned in the 4n- 
thropopath Jes of the S criptures, to 
ſatisfie Men in a way, though not 


ſo accurate, yet more ſuitable to 
their weak Capacities, as being of 
more familiar uſe in their deal- 


ings with each other. So the 4- 
poſHe underſtood it, Hebr. 6. 


13, 14, 159 16, 17, 18. And 
if ſo, it mult neceſlarily imply 


that he would thereby lay the 
ſame Obligations on himſelf, as 


Men were uſually ſuppoſed to 
do, when they ſtipulated by the 


lame Symbols which himſelf was 
an pleaſed 


7 onſider d. 
pleaſed to make uſe of in his 
own Stipulation ; And that he 
would exec the ſame Security 


from thole whom he was plea- 


ſed to admit to the favour of his 
Covenant, as was deſigned to be 
given by Men ſtipulating with 
their Fellow-Creatures, ' by the 


ſame Symbols by which he was 
pleaſed to admit them to Stipu- 


lation with himſelf. So he muſt 


needs be ſuppoſed todo when he 


zs pleaſed to Appeal, even to Men 


themſelves, concerning the Equi- 


ty of his own proceedings. He 
undoubtedly ſuppoſed *em likely 
to give their Judgment 1 
to the ſame Rules of Equity which 


are commonly obſerved and al- 
iowed in their dealings with each 
other. He muſt therefore ob- 


ſerve thoſe ſame Rules in all thoſe 
dealings with his Creatures, which 
he ſo confidently refers to the 
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14 4 Caſe mViw 
Judgment of his Creatures them- 
ſelves, ſo as to give and receive 

| Securities in his dealings with 

Alen, the ſame way as Men give 

andi receive them in their deal- 

: ings with each other. Seeing there- 
fore Preſcription is allowed among 

. Men, to be ſufficient to makea 
dE c Title in Poſſeſſion good, though it 
has with» had not been 10 originally wy It will 


drawn his 


_ - exrraordi- be alſo reaſonable to believe that 


of deſig God will be pleaſed to allow of 
ngPerſons, 


they, who it in Performances on our p art of 
ke vate the Covenant to which he is plea- | 


ion of an ſed to admit us. 1 
—_— — | | 
| (without | 


OE In this caſe, God mightindeed 
han have provided ſome extraordinary 
one at one means, AS well | for the Defuona- 


Eee, tion of the Perſons, a5 the inveſt 
eaſor, ing them with an Authority ex- 
Gelee, Ceeding humane Power, and which 
__ — uy therefore one but | God could 
: by Gul giwe. And there was andeed 4 


— 


——' 


Conſider d. 
time when he did ſo; by Lots, 
by viſible Shechinabs, by extraor- 
As Gifts to the Perſons them- 


ſelves, and by extraordinary Atte- 
tation from the G! fs of others, 


of diſcerning of Spirits, and of 
Propheſie. But theſe are long ſince 


expired. And with their Expi- 


| ration the Offices themſelves had 
expired, if they had been wholly 


grounded on them. Bur the Ge. 


vernment of the Church was never 


taken for a Conſtitution, only 
temporary; Not even by the imme- 
diate Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, 
who could mot poſſibly be mi ſta- 


ken in a Fat fo notorious and mo- 


mentou for the publick good, in 
ſo freſh Memory of the Apoſtles 


bY themſel ved. They {till continued 
it on the ſame Foundation on 
which they had received it, the 


ſame way Which had been com- 


monly received for keeping up 
Suc- 
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Succeſſion iri all other Bodies poli- 
rick, Nor was it evermore re- 


vered by the Subjects, as appea- 


red by 8 the ſtr 7 Gneſs of the Diſci- 


pline of thoſe earlieſt Ages. Which 


could not then have had that co- 


ercive Power on the minds of the 


Subjetts, if they had not uni- 
yerfally believed it to be as Di- 
Vine as it pretended to be. Nor 


could they then have been ſo I 


univerſally agreed in believing it 
when it was fo eaſie to correct the 
Error (if there had been any) 


6 by an eaſie, and ſure and obvious re- 


courſe to the Originals, if there 
had been the leaſt 4 Hrence or 


uncertainty in deri veing the Tradi- 

tion to them. That was not all, 
there was then alſo extraordinary 
Credentials, proving | God's. Ap- 
probation of the Government 
immediately, by the Divine In- 
_ 3 _ - - mrs - 


Conſider d. 19 5 
flictions of Puniſhments, on thoſe 


who proved refractory to the 


Eccleſiaſtical Government, as I 


have elſewhere ſhewn. Theſe. 
proved the Government Divine, 
independently on the Scriptures 


and the Traditions of the Apoſto- 


lical Age, even to the Senſes of 


the Perſons then [iving. Thus 


it appeared that the Government 
was by God intended to continue 
after the Oracular Deſignations 


of the Perſons were withdrawn 
and diſcontinued. Thence a it 


followed that from that time for- 


ward, God was pleaſed to leave 
his Church to thoſe ordinary Ways 


for keeping up the Succeſſion, and 


aſcertaining the Perſons to whom 


the Subjects Were obliged to pay : 


their Duty, as were commonly re- 
ceived in thoſe Societies, who 
never had received any grant of 


Extraordinariec. For Men could 


"ON not 
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| Apoſtle reaſons the fame way 


A Caſe in View 


not be obliged to means exceeding 


humane Power, when God had 
withdrawn his own ſayer natural 
Interpoſitions. Yer the Duties 
of che Spiritual Society were to 


be payed as to Cd himſelf, that 


Hndmifulneſs might be interpre- 


ted as a Rebell againſt God aud 


his Anozuted. This muſt geen 
farily ſuppoſe the very Deſigna- 
tion of the Perſon to be agreea- 


ble to the Mind of G od, other- 
wiſe there could have been no 
ſecurity that God would have 


inveſted a Perſon ſo | deſigned 


with his own Authority, which 


yet was abſolutely neceſſary for 
ſecuring the Subje&s Duty. Ac- 
cordingly St. Cyprian takes it 
for a great Abſurdity, to doubt 

whether any - Biſhop, who was 
alone in Poſſeſſion, did derive his 


CO 
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concerning the Secular Powers, 
that they alſo are from Gad, 
on that very account, becauſe 
they are the d l. Rom. 13. 
zs no dijpeſſeſſed Power that can 


pretend a better Title. In ſuch a 


caſe the Law of Natims owns a 
Eight in the Actual Poſſeſſors, and 


as that Actual Poſſeſſion gives a 


Right, ſo that Right muſt be be- 


them who believe all things 


concerning Mankind, to fall out, 
Permiſſion of Providence. In that 
very way of reaſoning, God's de- 
feenedly giving * ofſeſſion that 
includes Right, is the ſame ching 
with God's giving the Right it 
elf defignedly, The fame way 
as God's taking away a nearer 
Heir deſignedly, is the fame 
thing with God's giving the 


G "op 


| 
| bl 
| 
| 
| 
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Inheritance to the next Heir 
deſignedly, and ought to be owned 
for ſuch by that remoter Heir, if 
he will diſcharge the Office of 
a good (hriſtian. Only St. Cy- 
prian s reaſoning is more cogent in 
the caſe of the Church than of any 


other civil Society whatſoever, as 


God is more particularly concerned 
to take care. of this than of any 
other Society. The Intereſt of 


Souls, for which this Society was 


erected, is indeed the greateſt 
and moſt important in the eſteem 
of God; and God is, in a pecu- 
liar way, and more immediately, 
the Governour of his Peculium 
than of any other Body. And 
what is tranſacted in the Go- 
vernment of it, does more imme- 
diately concern his Perſon, that 
it may oblige him to ratiſie it in 
Heaven. This therefore obliges 
him to Hinder any from thus 


acting 


Conſaler d. 
acting in his Name, whoſe 4&s 
he would not be obliged to ratiſie. 
And, it being in his power to 
binder him, if he pleaſed; his 
not interpoſing where he is fo 
much concerned to interpoſe, is 
an Argument, not of Permiſſion 
only, but of a Deſian, and polt- 
tive Approbation of the 77 
Perſon. To | 44 
This reaſoning will all of it 
proceed in favour of ian unri valed 
Peſſeſſor by the Rules of che Con- 
ſtatution of the Chriſtian Church, 
If che Church, as a Society, be by 
God deſigned perpetual, Govern- 
ment mutt be ſo too; for the 
ſame time that the Government is 


diflolyed, the Society muſt be ſo 


alſo. And, if this be true of 
any part of the Government, it 
muſt be fo principally. of that 
part which is If uprenie and unap- 
pealable. The ſubordinate Offi- 
| C 3 | 
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| This Res- 


ſoning 
holds pat- 
eicularly 
in continu 
ing ſuch a 
Power as 
that is of 
Eviſcopacy, 
_ iS | 
upreme in 
A kinds. 
and can be 
derived 
from none 
but God 
himſelf. 
When 
there is 
but one 
B/ ſbp in 
2 Diſtrick, 
We can 
no more { 
jaſt fte our 
continuing 
our Sepa- 
ration 
from him, 
than we 
could, if 


& we had 


begun a Se- 
parat ion 

before 
Altar was 
erected 3 


gainſt 4m 
cers. Er 


4 
C4 


get, | - 
22 
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cers are eaſily ſupplied at the 
Pleaſure and Diſcretion of the 


ſapreme. But if the ſupreme fail, 


J - 


can ſupply that bur the 


tim: For all Subordinates myſt 
fall in courſe, when that Pewer 


falls from hence they all de- 


rive theſe limited Powers to 
which mg Er can pretend. 
This is eſpecially certain in a 


Power derived from God, Which 


no Humane Authority can renew, 
unleſs it receive a new Authority 
from Gd to do fo, and this is 

the caſe of Epiſcipacy. This 

therefore cannot be perpetuated 

otherwiſe than by authorizing 
Rules for continuing the Succeſſion, 
upon the failing of particular 
Succeſſors. God therefore muſt 
allow theſe Rules, if he will in- 
deed have this Succeſſin main- 


EY 0 rm 34 << S077 E * 
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tamed. But this cannot 
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Conſider d. 


done, (ſince he has withdrawn 
the ee of 
his Pleaſure) otherwiſe than by 
leaving the derivation of Succeſ- 
fun, by nominating. che Perſons 
to the Prudence of the Supreme 
Governours for the time being. 
And, where God does not make 
particular Proviſion, he is to be 
preſumed to leave it tothe ordinary 
means, that are in the per of 
the Godernours ſo entruſted, and 
which are zſually received among 
all civilized Bodies in the like 
Caſes of deriving Succeſſim. 80 
od is Mager in reaſon, to be 
underſtood, if he would have 

an end continued (which was 
at firſt by miraculous Means) 
after he has withdrawn his mi- 
 raculous Interpo oficions. | Cod fed 
his. People at rr by Manna from 
Heaven, which notwithſtanding 

was 3 upon their arti» 
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valatCanaan. Who can 


bur that God's defign herein was 


to warn them thence forward, to 
provide for their Subſiſtence as 
themſelves had done formerly, and 
as all other Nations ſtill did who 
had never beeninured to Miracles? = 
This therefore mult ſuppoſe 
that God approves theſe Rules for 
maintaining Perſonal Succeſſiuns; 
and conſequently that the Perſons 

- inveſted in Offices purſuant to 
. thoſe Rules are as really intruſted 
by God as thoſe were formerly, 


who had been formerly favoured 


by miraculous and extraordinary 


Manifeſtations. Ic will follow © || 


alſo that Pſſeſſon and Preſcription 
muſt be allowed the ſame force 
here for legitimating Poſſeſſors in 
the Church, as diſintereſſed Perſons 


F do generally ; allow them to have 


Perſons in Bodies wholly: ſecular. 


Indeed 


 Confuder'd. 
Indeed I can imagine no Ry n 


to doubt of it in the Caſe we have 
m view, where there are none 
but fig le Poſſeſſors of Rizhrs, of 


| wht none but ſingle Perſons are 
be Here can be no doubt 
the Perſon, where there is no 


more than one that pretends a 
Claim to be that Per ſon. I here 


can be no doubt of che Iegitimacy 
of his Creation, when the Bod pi 
is united in acknowledging him. At 
leaſt, the Majority of thoſe who 
have.a Right, either in his Ele- 
| on, or his Conſecratim, which 
(by Hu 
can conclude againſt a - ſmaller 
part of contrary Suffrages. There 
can be NO doubt of Our Subject ion 
to thoſe Biſbops whilſt we are 
within their Juriſd:Gions, and 


can pretend no other Right i in 


oppofition to them. Weſhall, in 
Far caſe, be undes 2 neceſſi ty 


$ 


e Right of Bodies! in general) 


of 


2 
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of owning them, or nore, within 
thoſe ſame Juriſdiftions, And I 


know not how we' ſhall be able 


then to juſtiic our firbearing their 
Communion (when there 1s no 


more than one Title) any more 


than we could have done if we 


had forborn it before the Schiſm 


1 was made. For we ſhall then 


be exactly in the ſame Condi- 


tion in which we were before. 
Nor can I imagine how, what 
could not formerly have excuſed 


us for beginning a Separation, 


can then excuſe us for continuing 
our Separation, when this ſhall 
come to be our Caſe. We ſhall 
tben have reaſon to fear our 
being cut off from Chriſt, if we 
difown his wTifible Principle of 


viſible Principle of Unity'in the 


ſame Diftrifts, which may per- 


form the fame Office for mtitleng 


4x onfuler'd.. 27 
U to the Myſtical and Heavenly, 
Union, ws 


It may poſſibly 1 er The- Nalk- 
dat the Nullity of their former mae 


matical 


Titles, either given, or recei ved . 
in Sehiſm, may , excuſe us from pre nag 

Duty to the then Poſſeſſors, be- een 
cauſe they were not (While the sls 


when 


Schiſm continued) ſecundi, but there are 


no Rivali. 


zulli, by the Principles of St. So chat 
| Cyprian, and of chat antienteſt Sen 


that time) 
pure t C atholick Church. This. T 
may make our dear Brethren, be vaig, 


which 
cConceive a new Collation of Power. were 


pn: ane” 
necellary by which thoſe Biſhops, 45. 
who had formerly been engaged 


0 the Schiſm, may then receive 


chat Power which really they 
could uu have whilſt chey were 
in Ad Schiſm. And it mig he 
indeed ſeem. plauſible, if _ 


Nullity had Qt contraxed } in the 
| Caſe we are providing for. But 
_ Ie no reaſon why the Nulluy 
. may 


— 
- 8 
* 
2 * 
= 
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* 


: * the Orders mended. for them 
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may not ceaſe Raf with the 


Sehiſm: On the contrary, it 
 oweht to do fo, if the Nullity 


was wholly grounded on 4 


Schiſm ; if their being Nulli, be a 


conſequence of their being S undi 


And this indeed ſtems, to me, 
to be exactly the Caſe. All 
the Orders of our Schiſmatical 


Biſhops are indeed derived from 
Biſhops, and Originally from 


 Catbolick Biſhops before the Schiſm 
was made. Theſe were, with- 


out doubt, ſufficiently empowered | 
to give the Epiſcopal Rights to 


the Perſons Ordained by them, 


as they intended to do; and ſuf⸗ 

ficiently Authorized by God him- 
ſelf to oblzge him to perform 
his part, and to ratifie their 
Acts in Heaven. And the Per- 


ſons ſo Conſecrated were alſo 


ſu ficiently qualified for recerv- 


by 1 


(ienſider d. 
by the Rules of their Commu- 


nion. 
the deſired Eyent? Nothing 
that I can foreſee but the 11 
prafticableneſs of the thing 


ſe the Fundamental 5 
che 


Society. And that re- 
ſulted hence, that Two Perſons 
were allotted for that Office of 
which no more than one at once 
was capable, and which could not 
be divided by the Doners. them- 

_ elves. This therefore exbauſted 
their whole Power by the firſt 

| Donation, and left nothing to 
be conveyed by the ſecond. 
Which muſt, by neceſſary 


C onſequence , make the ſecond | 
-Donation null and invalid, be- 


cauſe the Doners have no more 


to give till a new Vacancy. This 


holds 1 in all Gifts bern the 


whole is conveyed; but eſpe- 


; n y in Monarchy, where the 


Nature 


What then could hinder 


Wanted : nothing neceſſary tO 
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Natore of the Conſltaion requires 
that the whole Power beconveyed; 


if any thing be conveyed at all. 
On theſe Principles therefore, 


r 


| Biſhops depends wholly on their 


being ſeconds. Ir cannot there 


fore hold in che Caſe under our 
preſent Conſideration, wherein 


we ſuppoſe that there will be 


no-ſeconds, but only 


e bor only n Pec- 
Tons, in actual Poſſeſſun of thoſe 


7 uriſdictianc, | whereof no more 
than one at once, can be /awfully 


- 


: p ofſeſſed.' Here therefore there 


can be no Shiſm, where there 


& uo le againſt alu, where 
chere is no more than one Altar, 
no more than one Biſhop. with 


whom Communion can be main 


tained by partaking of tur wie 
 Hltar, What chen can hinder 
burthat choſe Conſecrations, which 


a 


a onfuler d. 


their Validity a firſt, but the 
7 acancy of the Hi ces, | may then, 


at leaſt, attain that Validity 
| (which before they had not) vVhen 


fairly vacant? When that very 
Imediment ſhall be remo bed, 


Legal C oneyances, which, tho 
they do not confer an au and 


e Title, yet, may do it very 


effectually in Reverfun, and at a 
a tſtance, ; when Conditions are put, 
and Impediments are removed, a- 


mong which the deathof a rightful 


. Owner, and theDevo/m:on of br, 
tvhich follows upon that Death, 
are as conſiderable as any. And, 
in that Caſe, how wrongful ſoever 
the 1 before 2 yet, if 
the Devolutiom of a better Right 
find the Perſon, upon wo 


the Sees became actually and 


which alone hindred them from 
being valid Originally? It is 
certain that there are many 
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that better Right is devolved, 


in Poſſepion, there needs no new 
Irveſtiture to intitle the thence 
forward Rightful Poſſeſſor, to the 


Duty of the Subject. So Edward 


the III, (after his Father's Death, 
needed no new Coronation, tho 
his Poſſeſſion before was juſtly 
Dueſttonable, notwithſtanding 
his Father's forced Feſignation. I 
know very well his Hereditary 


Right, by the Laws then recei- 


yed, was alone ſufficient to make 


him an «ual King, though he 


had not been Crowned at all. 
The Law allowed no Interregnum, 
as ſuppoling that the King could 


never dye, nor the Throne be 
vacant. But an unanimous actual 


Reception by the concluding Votes 
of the whole Body has the ſame 
force in Electi ve Succeſſion, that 
De volution can pretend to in thoſe 
that are Hereditary, This there- 
8 1 fore 


 Confuder'd, 
fore will legitimate the Succeſſion 

of our preſent Schiſmatical Bi- 
bop, incaſe our preſent Fathers 
ſhould. either quit their Right, 
or ſubſtitute zo Szcceſſors to fill 


their Vacancies. This muſt alſo 


oblige God to ratifie their 4s 
in Heaven, if he has been plea- 


Uſages of Crvilized Manhind, in 
aſcertaining the Perſons of Suc- 
ceſſors, whom he is to Juveſt 


cluded by the ordinary approved 


wich his own Power. 
But it is conceived, that in 
| the unhappy Schiſm now, in 

Being (though its immediate 
 . Injury was to the Perſons only 
| © of our Fighuful Biſhops, yet.) 
| the Separator following upon 
it extended to the whole Ca- 


n 


» 
» 


tholick Church, ſo as to cut off 


the Perſons guilty, of it, from 


72 — 


all Right of Communion With all 


% 


D other 
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7. 
TheSchiſm 
of particu- 


lar Chur- 


ches from 
the Cat hol. 
Church 
on Earth, 
reſults 
rom the 
Right a 
particular 
Biſhop has 
to have 
his 4% 
ratified in 
Heaven. | 
And 
therefore 
ces/ervitien 
there is *o 
[ng 
Bi on 
the Place 
oppoſite ra 
the Peſos 
fore 1 


= -- 
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other C burches of the | ſame Com- 


munion throughout the whole 


' World. For this indeed 1s the 
only Conſideration that can 
make the breach (at leaſt as 
to thoſe who are any way 
acceſ], ary to it) damageable in re- 


lation to the Myſtical” and Hea- 


venly Benefit of Communion. 


Without this it would be leſs 


formidable if ic had been only 


from a fmg/e, though even a 
 Natigual Church, This I think 
. unavoidable by the Principles 
of the pureſt 54 earlie Ages 
of the Church: And the E vi- 


dence, that is ſo, IS, in "which; 


'of 


the fu C auſe why take it | 
to be our Duty to be {6 ear- 
neſtly concerned for it. But 
What then? ? Some of our Bre- 
thren conceive that the Conſe- 
quence will be, That the $ chiſm 
will not * with the Perſons 


| Confider'd. * 
of our injured Fathers. And 


the reaſon why they think fo, 


is, becauſe they think that it 


will not zl continue in rela- 


tion to the reſt of the Catholick 
Church. In con ſequence whereof 
they conceive further, that (for 


keeping up our Succeſſum) We 
make our Addreſſes to 


may make” our AUUrURS | t 
Scotland, or Sweden, or atiy 
other Prote ſtant Church; which 


has kept up a Regular, Epiſcopal 


. Succeſſion. And that in this Caſe, 
ſuch Foreign Churches may ſup- 
ply. us with Pres byters, as we 


have occaſem for them; or with 


Biſhops who may keep up our 
Succeſſon at home, without any 
further recourſe to Foreigners. 


There might perhaps be ſome 


_ plauſible pretence for this, if 


the Ditceſate” Schiſms had been 


g conſequent to a Schiſm from a 


Power that had a Right to go- 
bo Da pern 


— _ 
3 3 
o 


pern the whole Catbolick C burch, 
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or at leaſt, a diſtrit including 
thoſe Dioceſes that are concer- 
ned in the Scbiſm. This was, 


5 indeed, the Caſe before - 


Jeruſalem-Supremacy Was extin- 


guiſhed. So long all Schiſm 
was from the Church of Jeruſa- 
lem immediately, and from other 
Churches only conſequently, as 


\) ubj efts of that one C burch, which 
255 had a Catbolick Jari diction. 


On theſe terms the, local Schiſm 


continued, whether the Church of 


Feruſalem had a living Delegate ; 


upon the place, or not, with 
whom they might Communicate. 


Tho there were none ſuch, : yet 
particular ( burches could lay no 


clatm to C ommunion with any other 
Churches in the World, unleſs 
they were intitled to it by their 


| being. owned by the particular b 
9 of ee, Which 


then 


C fader d. 5 


then had alone a Right to oblige | 


all other Churches in the World 
by her own particular A&s. 


But the Caſe is very different, 


ſiince all other Churches are, by 
the /aſt 4# of the Apaſtles made 
2 with the Church of Jeru- 
alem. And that laſt Ad is 
that alone for which we are con- 


cerned at preſent, as being that 


alone which was end by 
the Apoſtles themſelves for the 


uſe of Poſterity. Now the 


Caſe is altered; every particu- 
lar, Church has the ſame Right, 


| with that of Jeruſalem , of 


having its Als ratified in the 
true Mother Church of the 
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Heavenly Jeruſalem. And each 
particular Biſhop „ as Supreme 


; within his own 3 
br of obliging 


has the ſame Rig 
the Myſtical Biſhop immediately, 
in relation to the Subjects of 
W 1 . 


Paræneſ. 


focal Biſhop of the Place, and 


A Caſe in View 


| his wn Juriſdiction, as the Bi: 


(bop of Jeruſalem could pretend 
to then. This makes the Schiſm 
from the Catho/ick Church conſe- 


1 


75 to the Schiſm from the 


F undamentall grounded on it. 
By Separation from the Biſhop of 


the Place, and his Church-4ſſem- 


blies, they become ſeparate allo. 
from Chriſt, and his Church 
Triumphant in Heaven, which I 
haye elſewhere ſhewn ta have 
the trueſt claim to the name 


of Catbolick As the Church in 


Haven is obliged to ratifie the 


Als of the Churches on Earth, 


as being indeed one Body with 


them. Hence therefore follows 
an Obligation on all Earthly Bi- 
hope, to ratifie the Ache 
Heavenly Archetypal Biſhop, and 


the 


the Ali of their Heavenly Bre. 
1 lbren. 


Conſider d. 


thren. Thus they become ob- 
liged to receive all to their Com- 
munion, who are received into 


the Communion with Heaven, and 


to reject all thoſe who are thus 
depri ved of all claim to the 
Myſtical Communion. This will, 
in conſequence, make all Admiſ- 
fans to Communion and Excom- 
munications, of each particular 


6 bur, truly Catholick. Even 


in the modern and commonly 
received Notion of Catholic, 
as it includes all particular Chur- 


ches in the World, which main- 


tain Commerce 3 each other 


by the fame common Rules of 
Communion, Such are all obli- 


ged, by the Principles now 
mentioned, to receive. each o- 
thers . and to reject 
each others Excommunicates. Bur, 


in this way of reaſoning, all che | 


Obligation of Foreign C hurc hes 
2 4 muſt 


i 
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muſt be derived from ſome 
Ad of the particular Churches, 
and of the Brſhps in whom 
the ſupreme Power of particular 
Churches is lodged, that may ob- 
lige the Celeſtial Biſhop, and 


thereby oblige Foreign Churches, 


who will approve their own 
Fidelity to the Rules of commu- 

nicatory Correſpondence. But 

this cannot be pretended where 
there is 20 more than one Com- 
 munion in one Diſtritt, where 
there is no more than one Prin- 
ciple of Unity, which can, alone, 
by theſe Primitive + Catholick 
Principles, head and maintain 
an oppoſue Communion. The 
Fady that is divided from that 
Biſhop is divided from that 
5 . Church, and from Chriſt, and 

therefore cannot oblige Foreign 


In 


Conſider d. 

In this caſe it will be ſo far 
from being juſtifiable to keep 
up an oppoſite Communion in the 
Deſirifs we are concerned for, 
that the charge of Schiſm mult 


_ neceſſarily fall upon ſuch Fo- 
reigners as ſhould intermeddle 


in it. And much more on ſuch 


| domeſtick, Subjects as ſhould in- 
volve themſelves in the guilt of 


countenancing ſuch Foreigu En- 
croachments, ſo inconſiſtent with 
the common Rules of quit 

for managing Catholick Corre- 


ſpondence. All Foreign Churches 


are as much obliged to obſerve 


theſe Rules of Catbolick Corre- 
ſpondence as all civilized Nations 


are obliged to obſerve the 
Law of Nations, and are an- 
ſwerable to God, in Conſcience, 


for whatever hurtful conſequence 
that may follow on the Viv/ation 
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8. 
If there- 
fore F. 
reigners 
concern 


them- 


ſelves in 
Juriſdi- 
tion not 
belong- 
ing to 
them, 
without 


any Obi. 


gation to 
do ſo, in 
order to 
the aſſer- 
ting the 
Right of a 
Biſhop of 
the place 
they in- 
volve 
them ſel ves 
and the 
Sujbedts, 
that ſhall 
join with 
them in 
doing fo, 
in the guilt 
of Schifms. 


of the Law of Nations. Firſt there- 


fore 


Ibis would be, in that Bl. 


4 Caſe mView 
fore their intermedling in ano- 
tber occupied Juriſdiction, a- 
greeing with them in the ſame 
Faith, cannot be excuſed from 
Schiſm by the Catholick Prin- 
ciples of the Cypriamck Age. 


Martyrs Language, to judge of. 
God and Chriſt, if they preſu- 
med to judge of the Ad of 
their Authorized Repreſentatrve, 
who might be ſo andoubtedly 
when there are no ſeconds, 
when there are no more than 
evght to be by the Conftitution. 
This is a Judgment, which, by 
the Principles of the Church 
in his time, can never expect 
to be ratiſied in Heaven, when 
contrary to the Judgment of him, 
whoſe 4&s the Principles of My- 
ſtical Unity are obliged to ratiſie. 
Is! ben, as a Breach of the Terme 
of Correſpondence between the 
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. 
Epiſcopal College on equal terms; 
it mult neceſlarily cauſe a Schiſm 
between them, and that Schiſm 


imputable to the Aggreſſors. As 


the Violation of the Law of Na- 
tions naturally ends in a War, 
the gui/t of which, and of the 
Blood that is ſhed in it, will 
be. juſtly chargeable on that 


Nation which firſt began that 


Violation. Beſides, that inter- 
medling of Foreigners, finding 
no Schiſm, muſt be judged to 
be the Cauſe of the Schiſm that 
follows on it. And it could nor 
find a Schiſm where it found all 
within the reſpective Juriſdiction 
united under a ſingle Biſhop, 
Orthodox in Faith, withour 


any Competitor. This will indeed 
Gr make the encroaching Foreigners 


the Principals in the Schiſ m. Yet 
ſo as that it will alſe involve 


all 


by 
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all their Abettors l m it alfo, at 


leaſt, as Acceſſaries. And even * 


Acielſ arineſs, in native Subjects of 


the invaded Juriſdifiion, will be, 


in ſome regards, more criminal 
than the caſe of the Principal Fo- 
reigners, becauſe of the antecedent 


ligations to Subjection and Fi- 
deluy incumbent on Subjects, 


1 have no place in the 


caſe of the in vading | oreigners. 


On tbis regard all Societies what- 
ſoever deal more ſeverely with 


their revolting Shes than 


with thoſe F. orcigners . 


And they think they have rea- 


ſon to do ſo, by the Law and 


Equity of Natims, and the 


common and publick Intereſts 
of Societies. 1n general, This 


may therefore juſtly put the 


Ahlbettors of ſuch Foreign Inya- 


ſions under juſt fears of the 
like treatment from God him- 


_- 
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ſelf. This appears from what 


| I have already proved, thar 


even He is pleaſed to regu- 
late his Proceedings with Man- 


45 


| kind by theſe ſame received 


Rules of Equity and Publick In- 
tereſt obſerved by Men them- 


ſelves in their dealings with each 


other. | 


J know not how this Rea- 


ſoning can be avoided, when 
there is nothing but Schiſm con- 
cerned in the Caſe. That 
wholly depends on ſingle Per- 
ſons, and muſt therefore ne- 
ceſſarily dye with them, when 


there are no contrary Preten- 


ders who may head different 
Communions, and may pre ſade 
at different Altars. It is other- 


- 
Our con- 
cers for 
our old 
Do&rines 
of Paſſive 
Obedience, 
and Aba» 
Reſiſtance, 
will not 
oblige us 
to keep up 
the Sepa- 


ration. 


wiſe where Duftrines are the 
Principal Subjecm of the Diſ- 


pute. They, if they be true 
ouce, and be thought ſufficient- 
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1y momentous to juſtiſe a Se- 
paration; muſt, in the Opinion 


of them who th them ſo, be 
thou ght ſuffic zent » | i 6 Continue 
the Separation, and to derive it 
to all future Generations for 


ever, as no way depending on 
the Lives or Rights of fing le 


1 


Perſons. In this Caſe, al Y {= 


ſhops in the N orld, Foreigners 


as well as Incumbents, are equal- 


Jy concerned, and are not guil- 


ty of Encroachment in exten- 


ding their care of the common 


Faith beyond their own Juriſ- 
dictions. The diſtribution of | 


Juriſdiftions only oblizes them 


who own themſelves agreed in 

the Faith. Accordingly the 
 Catbolicks of Conſtantinople and | 
Antioch, and Alexandria, never 


Jooked upon their Sees as full 
tickt, but ſupplied them as 
1 often 


| 


. 


= of ork. And our Laws Are 


E onfider d. 


often as the Catholic Biſbops 


failed, and kept up their Suc- 
ceſſo againſt the Heretic Bi- 


| - ſhops, and treated the Sees of 
| Hereticks as Vacancies belonging 
to the firſ® Occupant. This 


ſome of our beloved Brethren 
might take to be the Caſe in 


relation to the Docirines diſpu- 
ted between us and the pre- 


vailing Separatim. But Lovers 
of Peace will find cauſe to 


bleſs God that this is not fo 
really the Caſe, as leſs atten- 
tive Perſons may imagine. Our 


truly Catholick Dottrizes of Peſ- 


frve Obedience and Non-Refiſtance 
are ſtill maintained by many of ._ 
our late Fathers: and Brethren, 

notwithſtanding their new ere- 


cted Altars. But by none more 


openly and avowedly than the 


preſent excellent Metropolitan 


ſo 
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ſo very clear in the Caſe 


(particularly of the Mzlitia-48) 
and the Publ ick Intereſts of Go- 


vernment in general are ſo con- 


cerned in them, that I think 


we need not fear that even the 


State will ever be prevailed 
on to authorize Reſiſtance agaiuſt 


the Govermment for the time 
being, whatever inſidious little 
Projects may, at preſent, be 


carried on by the Enemies of 
our Legal Monarchy. Thus far 
therefore we are agreed wich 
many of our Adverſaries them- 


ſelves in aſſerting theſe Do- 


ctrines, how much ſoever we 
differ from them in the Appli- 
cation. But then our Brethren 


may be pleaſed to remember, 


that this Application is only 


Temporary and Perſonal , and 


therefore: likely to expire with 


the \ Perſons concerned in it. 


This 


* 
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Cauſe, for . perpetuating a Sepa- 
ration, any more than the Schiſns 
itſelf is, which is alſo only 


grounded on an injury done to 


@ ſingle Perſon. On the contra- 
73, whilſt the Doctrine icſelf 
is fafe, there can be little 
doubt but the right Application 
of it will again be rctrieved; 
whenever a he en ſhall be 


chat cannot be queſtioned, whe- 


ther on the new, or the old 


cover the DoS#rines, when they 
ſhall be favourable to the pre- 

ſent Poſſeſors. And the ſame 
Topick of Intzreſt will be con- 
cerned to keep them up when 
they are once retrieved, as the 
I beſt. Securities for a Suceeſſon 
that 1 is indeed que ſtionable, as 
Auch a S wcceſſion is alſo for the 
a vation of any Government; 
. + E _ wheres 


This therefore can * no juſt ä 


Foundations. Intereſt will re- 
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wherever it can be had. What 
need then can there be to keep 
up our Drvifun on account of 
thoſe Do&#rines, whillt the Do- 
Hrines themſelves are ſecure in 
5 the Communion, even of our Ad- 
verſaries themſel ves? We may 


then as eaſily join with thoſe 


of our preſent: Adverſaries, who 
are already of that mind in de- 
Fence of our common Principles 


againſt thoſe of them who do 


mn earneſt oppoſe them, as we 


Oppoſation to their whole Body. 


But witk more /ikelybood of Suc- 
eeſe, when one common Society is 
more numerous, Their Practice 


ſo different from thoſe Principles, 
is, in truth, the greateſt Tem- 
ptation to them to deſert Principles 


fo zrreconcilable with their own 


Prafttces, Yet the Principles 
may notwithſtanding be as: ſe- 
: 2 cure 


nw among our ſelves, in 


Confi ler d. 


cure as many other Principles 
are, which are as inconſiſtent wit 


many other Immotalities of Life, 
which prevail as univerſally as 
theſe | unwarrantable Praftices. 
And the fame Grace of God, 
which has reſtrained ſo many of 
them from the ſpreading 2 onta- 
Sion, may ſtop the further Pro- 
greſs of it, and may awaken the 
Conſciences of others to return from 
whence they are fallen, And 
this alſo! with greater Probabi- 


lity of Succeſs, If we do not pro- 
15 them to do any thing by 


way of Reſentment againſt us; 


Which: otherwiſe they would ne- 
ver have found in their Hearts 
to do of their own unexaſpera- | 
ted Inclinations. Who knows 
how far our Candor, iti jeyning 
them on theſe terms, may pre- 
vail with them, when they ſhall 
find that no paſt Provocations 


Fs 
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Can Aue us from the Love of 


their Perſons, and their Commu- 


nion 005, AS far as that Love is 


conſiſtent with our greater Du- 
ties to God and our own - Con- 


ſciences 2 It is a means that may 


. 1 8. 


The grea- 


teſtdanger 
to theſe 
Doctrines 
is fromthe 
Occaſional 
Communi® 
cants, 
which yer, 
will be 
beſt avoĩ⸗ 
ded by 


our reunion L 


to our od 
Brethren, 
when our 
Fathers 
Sees ſhall - 
be fairly 
Ua6aitd. 


entitle us to more Sacceſs on 


account of the Divine Favour 


that may accompany it, than 
.could otherwiſe have been ho- 


pet for from the moſt promi- 
ing view of humane Proſpect. It 


is withal a ſafer extreme (where 


Error cannot be avoided) to err 
in favour of Unity. Yet, where 
the Defrines, here mentioned, 
are thus ſecure, it cannot eaſily 
be proved an Error, on this 
account of our Obligation to de- 
fend theſe Dofrines. 
The greateſt danger to theſe 
' Doftrines that I can foreſee, is 
from the Occaſunal Communicants, 


af-- their N umbers and ao 
d 
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ſhould prove ſo conſiderable in 
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their Patrons boaſt. The Body 
of them is agreed hardly in any 
thing more than in their Malig- 
nity to both Governments, that 


of the State as well as of the 


Church, and in their Reſiſtance of 
both. If theſe ſhould carry 
things by Majority of Suffrages as 
Members of the Church of England, 
into which they are admitted 


by that treacherous Communion 


which themſelves have the Con- 


_  fidenceto own as only Occaſinal, 


they may vote that Church out of 


as many of her Dofrines as them- _ 


ſelves pleaſe, by an 4& and 
Deed, as themſelves will be apt 
to ſtyle it, of the Church of 


England itſelf. And, if they 
attempt it in any thing, hardly 


in any thing are they more /ke- 


ly to attempt it than in theſe 


— — 


17 


A Caſe in View | 
Do&trines of that Church which 


they have always oppoſed with 
great Rigour and Unanimity. And 


never were they more likely to 


attempt it than now, when they 
are allowed to own the contrary: 


Doctrine openly, and to pretend 


to merit from the Publick by do- 


ing ſo. But it is a puppy Pro- 
pidence, that there is as little 
7 Teal, n tO own theſe Occaſumal 


Communicants, for real Members 
of the C borch of England by 


Principles, as there is to own 


their Doctrine of Reſt ſtanoe for 


the Doftriues of that ſame ( burch.. 


They cannot be Members of the 
C — of England by Principles, 


who own no Principles obliging 


them to \ he: Communion in (on- 


ſcience, if the Magiſtrate ſhould 
deſert her, and her Communion. 


could not ' qualifie them for pro. 
fitable Aces and there were 


indeed 


© Confider d. 55 
indeed no other Reaſon but Con- 
ſcience that could oblige them to 
keep conſtantly to the Communion, 
FE Jnr to live conformably to the 
i Diſcipline of that ſame Church, 
Such Obligations of Conſcience were 
the cement of the Apoſtolical and 
Primitive Church. And it was 
the ſenſe and concern of the parti- 
cular Members, when a Breach 
was made in the Myſtzcal/ Body 
(which was a natural Conſequence 
of a hearty Belief of theſe cemen: 
ting Principles) that was a token 
of a living Member of the Myſti- 
cal Bedy. So the Pain following 
on a Rupture is taken for an Ar- 
gument of Life in the Members 
of the Natural Body. This is 
| the Compaſſion, the Fellow feeling, 
the Suffering of our Fellow-Meme« 
bers ailings, that are mentioned 
by St. Paul, 'as Arguments -of 
our Participation of the Spiritual 
Cr 
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Life. The Love of the Brethren 
mentioned by St. John, as 2 
Proof that we are paſſed from 
Death to Life. Without which, 
whoever has a Name to live, is 
notwithſtanding really dead; 


Though he be of Iſrael, yet he 
is not Iſrael. And, if on theſe 
terms, he go out from US, it is 


taken for a {1gn that he never 
was really of uw. Such Suffrages 
therefore as theſe, being Equi- 
vocal Members, can never be fair- 
ly taken for the ſenſe of the Body, 
be they never ſo numerous, For 
none can be a Member of a volun- 
tary Soctety, who does not own 
himſelf obliged to be ſubject to the 


Laws and Governours of it, by 
which it is indeed incorporated 


into a Body, The ſenſe there- 


fore of the living Members of 


the Church, how few ſoever, 


ought, in reaſon, to be taken 


—"_ 


0 ed, 


| for the ſenſe of the Body ; not 
5 that of the Occaſional 6 e | 


cants, I am very well aware 
of how dangerous Conſequence 
the Admiſſun of the Occaſunal 
Communicants, on the - preſent 
terms, may prove for propaga- 


ting che Contagion of theſe per- 


nicious Opinions ta the conſtant 
Communicaits, in our preſent 
Circumſtances, fo as to gain over 


to their Party a Majority, even 


of theſe, No doubt the Politi- 
Cjans deſign it, and will endeavour 
it as far as chey are able. The 
unagreeable Prafices of the 
conſtant Communicants to the Do- 
&rines of the Old Church of En- 

| gland may now diſpoſe them to 
a favour to Principles, though 
new in that Church, yet more 


favourable to their preſent P 7 act 


The W ho * mans is the 


* 
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 Iifeftion of ſuch ill Companions 
ſpread among Perſons fo 


may 
diſpoſed, to the debauching a 
Majority, even of thoſe who 


ſtill believe Epiſcopacy neceſſary 
for a valid Adminiſtration of 


the Ads of Church Communion, fo 
as to intitle them to a Ratification 
in Heaven, and to the Benefits 
of the Myſtical Communion? Theſe 
may more properly be ſaid to 
be true Members of Epiſcopal 
Communim, whilſt they think 
themſelves obliged, in Conſcience, 


to anite under Epiſcopal Govern- 


ment. And, as Members, they 


But what may be can be no 
juſtifiable cauſe for a preſent 


Separation undoubtedly, what- 


ever it may be when it is the 
actual Caſe. And we may ; 


draw the wilt of their Apoſtacy 
pO. elves (if we keep up 
_ * 


\ 
| 


| 
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the Separation unneceſſaril y) by 


adding their reſentments againſt 
u to the. ſcandal of their preſent 


iucongruous Prattices, Which be- 
ing joyned to thoſe Practices, 
may ore diſpoſe them 0 Apo ſta- 


It 7 than their own P raCtices alone. 


On the contrary, our recancilia- 


tion, (when we can pretend no 
Principles of Conſcience inconſi- 


ſtent wich reconcilzation ) may 


have the fame influence on them 
to keep them ſtedfiſt, that the: 


faiſe Communions of their jyned, 
but not reconciled, Enennes can 
pretend to for dſþoſor them to 


| Jpoſtaſy. We have indeed this 


advantage of them, that the en- 


dearment of our return may awa- 
ken their Conſciences, and gene ro- 
faty, and revive their concern for 


their old Principles, which are 


all more favourable to us than 
their new Communicants, rather 


fl 
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in Factim, than in Ecclefraſticat 


| Sacraments, They cannot but 


look on us as their ſureſt firmeſt 
Friends by Principles of Conſcience, 


and for the Preſervation of Epiſ- 
copacy, Whileſt they have indeed 
the Zeal, they pretend to, for 


its Preſervation. This will ob- 
lige us, on our own Principles, 


not to neglect ſo fair an opportu- 


nity of contributing our own 
endeavours for recovering our dear 
Brechren of the. fallen Church. 
And I hope we have ſtill ſuch a 
number among them of our minds, 
in theſe particulars, as may put 


us in a very encouraging proſpect 


of the deſired ſucceſs. But, tho 
the numberg of Lapſers, even in 


opinion, were greater than I be- 
lieve it is; yet their Majority 
cannot conclude the Body by the 


Rules of our Conſtitution. As 
Lapſer * from what was before 
believed 


we 


9 
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believed 1n common by us, this 
cannot be Judges, but Criminals.” 


And Cimiuale, how numerous ſo- 


ever, cannot be fairly taken for 
repreſenting the ſenſe of the Body, 
in thoſe yery particulars wherein 
their diſſent is ſufficient to make 
them Crimmals. And we have 


this further advantage againſt 


them in this Cauſe, that they 
have not more deſerted the Do- 
Etrines of our Churches, in theſe 
particulars, than thoſe of the 


Primitive Church, which ought 


to be taken for 'the Standard of 


all modern Orthodoxy. They 


cannot therefore pretend it a Re- 
formation, as their Occaſunal Com- 
municants would perſwade them, 


if their Opinions might be taken 
for the ſenſe of the Church of 


England. And undoubtedly we 


Tan do more, for defence of 


in antient Doctrines, by a 


7 eunion 
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reunim with our d Brethren; 
than by Acting alone. 
will _ our * Zeal. for 


thoſe Dectrines, a reaſon for a 
reunion, rather than for continuing 


our Separation, when we have no 


Tue O. 


Hrine of 
the Inde- 
pendency 
of the 
Church on 
the State 
is ſo gene- 
rally OW N- 
ed by our 
divided 

| Brethren, 
that the 


of chat 
wei not 
obige us 
to cout i nue 
our S/pa- 
ration 
from 
them. 


Obligation, in Conſcience, to continue 


ir. I hope chis very conſideration 


may prove a recommendation of 


this Reunion to our Brethren who 


fo abound in a hearty. Zeal for 
defending theſe Doctrines. 


Theſe are Dottrines indeed 


of great Importance, But there 


1s another, that is Fundamental to 


the very being of a Church as it 


ts a Spiritual Society and a Com- 
munion, that is alſo concerned in 


our - preſent dividing Diſputes. 
. 


Aſſe tion 


the Doctrine of the 


Independency of the Church on the 


* allerted by our not own- 
the validity of the Lay- 

Deprivation; of our Holy 15 
chers. 


Which 


E 
(KK a a. 
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thers. This I have proved a 
Fundamental ſo underſtood. Nor 
has any thing, that I know of, 
been ever anſwered to thoſe 
Progfs by our Adverſaries. Here 
therefore the intermedling of 
Foreigners, and the revolting of 
domeſtick Subjects to them, 
would be more defenſible, if 


indeed this Catbolick Fundamental 


 Dofrine could not be otherwiſe 
maintained than by continuing 
the Separation by the help of 
Foreign Biſhops. Yet this Do- 
Frie of Independency off the Sa- 
cred Office on the State is fo 
| ſtrange to this Age, that there 
are not many Foreign Churches 
from whom any Aſſiſtances of 


tlus kind may be expected. The 
Calviniſts indeed, eſpecially the 
Scots, have carried that Doctrine 
as high as the Popes themſelves, 
1 as to imitate them in the mi 
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of their Enctoachments on the 
State itſelf, in ordine ad Spiritua- 
tia, And perhaps the Epiſco- 
| pals in 8 cotland are, at this day, | 
the better for that leaven of Ca/- | 
viniſm which had ſo great a 
hand in their Reformation. Our 
Brethren there have been longer 
in Poſſeſſwn of that Docirine than 
bere. But, as they had a better 
Title to the Right of Governing 
than Presbyteries, fo they have 
alſo been more careful to con- 
fine their claun of lade pendency 
within * due Bounds. Abroad 
I know not whether there be 
any Epiſcopal Churches beſides 
the Swedes; nor whether even 
they could be prevailed on to 
give Orders without 4 Profeſ- 
ſion of their beloved Doctrines 
of Conſubſtantzatim and Ubiquity, 
But God be thanked, there is 
not; that I can find, any need 
W two | 


dale 25 


to have recourſe to either of 
them for the Aſſertion of that 
moſt important Doctrine. God. 
has brought that good out of 
our preſent Evils, that the Rights 
of the Church have never been 
better #nderſtood; nor more uni- 
ver ſally recei ved, than ſince the 
Violation of them. And that 
even among the Violaters them- 
ſelves. Even they, who have 
appeared againſt us in this Diſ- 
pute, who could pretend to any 
skill in Divinity, have not di- 
rectly defended the Right of the 
Mga to diſpoſe of the Spi- 
rituale of our Holy Fathers. 
They rather make uſe of any 
other plauſible Pretences for 
palliating their Caſe, as conſi- 
tent with that Duty which they 
cannot deny to ive been paid 
by the Primitive ye to 

their SO” even when they 
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were perſecuted by the civil Ma- 
giftrates. The Plea of irreſiſtable 
Force is not much for the bonour 
of the Power it pretends to Pa- 
tronize. Let no concern for out 
Souls and Conſciences (which that 
Topick of irreſiſtable Force can 


never affect) has been able as 
yet to extort that promiſed ſe- 
cond Part, which pretended to 


aſſert the MagiRrates Right to 
deprive Brſhops of their & 7 rituals, 
even for ſecular Crimes: Others 
pretend their Character untouch- 
ed, as if that would excuſe 
their P ractice, in joyning in the 
Schiſm, from any concern for de- 
fending the Lay eneroachment on 
Spirituals. But they, who.intro» 


-- duced that term did not think 


the Power untouched becauſe the 
Charafter was not diſputed. I hey 
did not doubt of the validity of 


of - 


Cubolick Church, © 
their Right to the Dioceſer over 
which they formerly preſided: 
Theſe they concei ve to have been 
originally the Grfts of Princes, 
and therefore reſumable at the 
pleaſure of the ſame ſecular Power 
that gave them. Not conſide- 

ring that the Right they had to 

cblige other Churches was, as 1 
have ſhewn, only a conſequence 
of the Right they had to oblige: 
Chriſt in Heaven, and thereby 
conſequently all his other Repre- 
ſentatives on Earth, which Right 


5 1 cnſder d. 1 
of their own Epiſcopal Colleagues; 


Yet they denied that even Synods 
could deprive them of their Chas 
rafter which they believed inde- 
lible. Others believe our Fa- 
of the 
y denying 


thers to be ſtill * 


they had as they were themſetves 


the immediate authorized Repre< 
ſentatives of Chrift in their par- 


F 2 ticular 


3 
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ticular reſyective Dioceſes. De- 
prived Biſhops therefore heading 
no Communion, could neither ad- 
mit to Communion, nor exclude 

from it, nor conſequently ei- 
ther give or receive the Literæ 
formatæ. Not conſidering with- 
al that Conſtantine found the 
Church in Poſſeſſion of Dioceſes, 
and all the Chriſtians of his time 
in Poſſeſſion of that Opinion, that 
their living in a particular Dio- 
ceſe made them obliged in Con- 
ſeience to pay their Duty to that 
particular Biſhop who had the 
Right to that Droceſe. Not con- 
ſidering farther that theſe di- 
ſtridis and theſe Opinions were 
received among Cbri ſtiaus from 
the days of the Apoſtles, from 
the very fir ſt Foundations of di- 
Pris Churches. Even then, the 
Wa) how | particular Chriſtians 
judged who were the Supertors, 
AR IIS 5 t 
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to whom themſelves were parti- 
cularly ſubjected, was by their 
living in ſuch particular diſtrici. 
The Chriſtians of Jeruſalem were 


immediately ſubject to the 4po- 
- files and Elders of that Church. 


Becauſe: that was the peculiar 


charge of thoſe Apoſtles and 


Elders, though they had not the 
conſent of any civil Magiſtrate. So 
far it is from true that Diſtrifts 
were originally the Gifts of Princes, 
though the Church might allow 


it afterwards, when ſhe acted in 
conſent with the Magi ſtrate, and 


the Magiſtrate was pleaſed to en- 
dow the Church with temporal 
Emoluments. Let not ſo, even 
then, as to make the Biſhop's 
Tenure of his Dioceſe precarious 
at the Princes Pleaſure, or ob- 


noxious to Lay Tribunals. O- 


thers pretend the Vores of the 
Biſhops in the Houſe of Lords, in 


Fs paſling 


3 


. 
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aſſing that 4# whereby our 


Fathers were deprived, to ſupply 
What was wanting in the Lay- 
Power for that purpoſe. But 


that cannot be taken for an 
of Spiritual Authority where 


the Biſhops (who are the only 


competent Judges of Cauſes pure- 


| ly S piratual) are over-voted by 


the 7 emporal Peers who have 


| nothing to do in Affairs purely 
Spiritual. Nor have the Biſhops 


any Vote there on account of 
their Dioceſes, but their Baronies 


annexed to their ſpiritual Offices. 


., 1 5 


That excludes the Biſhop of: Man | 


| (who has no Baray) from the 
Hauſe of Lords, though, as a 


Convocation, as ſubject to an Eu- 
 _gliſh Metropolitaze, However, 

All theſe ſhifts are purpoſely to 
avoid the aſcribing the Deyri- 
vation of our Holy Fathers to 


* 
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a Lay- Power. From hence it 
appears how uni verſally our 


Principle of the Independency of 


the ſpiritual Function on Lay- 
Authority has prevailed, even 


among our Adverſaries theni- 


ſelves. There can therefore be 
no neceſſity of having any re- 
courſe to extraordinary means for 
keeping up a Separation, for 
Preſervation of this Dofrine of 
 Tudependency which the Divine 
Providence has already fo effe- 
ctually ſecured without our 
Contribution. 1 


Pet Iam withal aware that 


1 theſe Subterfutes are. ſufficient 
for renewing the like Practices of 


Lay-Deprivations,, and of creCtin 8 
oppoſite Altars, as often as the 
La- Power pleaſes. And that 
E with Conſiſtency to this i Doi y: ke 
of Independeney, if, even they, 


s be allowed ſuſficient to excuſe 


— 


4 the 


12. 
The pre- 
ſent Pre- 
tences for 
excuſing 
tie Schiſm, 
are not 
key to 
paſs into 
a Vrete- 
dent. 0 


. 
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the preſent Schiſm, and to 

pals into Precedeuts for future 
Ages. And, if fo, it will be | 
of the ſame importance, for the | 
Publick, good of the Church, to 
enter our Proteſtations, againſt 
theſe Arts of 725 the preſent 


Lo 


Schiſm conſiſtently with the 
Doctrine of Independency, as a- 


gainſt the D.&rime of that ſmaller 


number of them who dire&1y 
defend the Right of the ſecular 
Authority over that which is 
purely Spiritual. For it turns 
to the ſame account of Miſchieß 
on vrhether of theſe two ſorts of 


Princples, our preſent Practices 
may turn into . Precedents for 
future Schiſms, in defence of 
Laical Encroachments, Why then, 
may ſome ſay, will not our 


concern againſt. theſe defences of 
the preſent Schiſm, oblige us ſtill 


to continue our oppoſite Commu- 
as n 
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nion, for the maintenance of 
Catholick Unity in oppoſition to 
thoſe applicatory Principles to 


| preſent Caſes which will as effe- 
ctually authorize future Schiſms, 


made immediately ſubject to the 
Citvil Magiſtrate 2 Theſe appli- 


as if the ſacred Power were 


catory Principles, for excuſung 
the preſent Caſe from the im- 
putation of Laical E ncroac hment, 
will indeed put it in the Power 


of the Lay Magiſtrate, to renew 
his Invaſion as often as himſelf 
pleaſes. For they will ſl, ſerve 
to excuſe the Dioceſane Subjects 
in withdrawing their Obedience 
from their Biſbop, if they be 


allowed as ſufficient to excuſe 


them v0. But they are not 
ſo kkely to turn into conſtant 
Principles for making and abetting 


1 


Schiſtns, as if the dependance of 


the ſacred on the Lay Power 
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had been defended in 7 


terms. Whillt our Adverſaries 


agree with w in the general 


: Principle of the Independency of 


the Church on the State; even 


that alone and their diſcerned 
Zeal in maintaining it, will 
conſiderably contribute to diſ- 
cover to them the Errors of 

their preſent Defences, When 
they ſhall ſedately conſider, 


how little the Aſſertion of the 
general Doctrine of Independency 


can avail for ſecuring the Church's 


Peace againſt future Schiſms, if 


ſuch Excuſes as theſe may be 
allowed for gratifying a Perſe. 
euting Prince in withdrawing their 


Obedience from their Beſhop, 
which will ſerve in all like Caſes 
of Laical Encroachments as well 


as they can be pretended to do 


now. No Perſecuting Power | 
whatſoever can for the future 


ever 


Conſider d. 
ever reach the Epiſcopal Chara- 


der, nor hinder that Right 
which our Adverſaries allow our 


preſem Fathers in the Catbolick 
Church, notwithſtanding their 
Depri vation. Nor need they 
ever deſire it, if their Act may 
alone ſuffice for depriving Biſhops 


of any. diſtrict in their Dom- 


nions, and 4hſol ving all the Sub- 


jetts of ſuch diſtricts from their 


Duty to their Biſhops in the ſame 
Dominionr. That is alone ſuffi- 
© cient to diſſolve the Churches in 
their own Dominions, if they diſ- 

ſolve all ſpiritual Government with- 


in them by depriving ö all the 


 Reghiful Biſhops in them. By 
this Principle they can deprive, 
but they cannot make Biſhops 3 


77 


and therefore muſt make the 


Sees vacant and deſtitute of G. 
 vernment. And they may as well 
keep, as make, them vacant, 
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Churches in ſuch Domnions, as 
Churches are Gocietie g, fa no 
Subjefs., in thoſe 88 b 


be obliged to pay any Duty 


to their E ccleftaſtical Superiors. 


Nor can any general Law for 


Depri vation pals (as the (onſti- 
tutton is at preſent) without 
the conſent of the Honſe of Lords, 


and conſequently of the 72 
tral Peers, at leaſt, as conclu- 


ded by the Majority of that 


Houſe, wherein the Tempora! 
Peers make the greater part, 
and may carry a Vote againſt 


the Spiritual Peers, however 


unanimous among * themſelves. 
Whatever Pra is fo tranſ- 


acted muſt be taken for the 
ſenſe of the Spiritual, as well as 
the Ten 2 15 Legiſlative Power 


ray * Principles. 


7 the 
q OY 


if theſe Reaſonings be admitted. 
Which mult diſſolve all the 


— -@6 — i 


cancer 
Which, if they may be reckoned 
on, can never fail of ruining 
the National Church, whenever 
it ſhall be perſecuted by the entire 


| N Legiſlative Power of the Na. 


1 inconſiſtency of theſe 
tmo forts of Principles, one de- 
ſttroying the ſecurity given by the 

other, may very probably give 


the Perſons, concerned in them, 
a juſt occaſion for a ſecond Scru- 
tiny (when they are ſenſible of 


it) in order to the determining, 
whether they are to ſtand by, 
whenever it ſhall pleaſe God 
that the like Caſe ſhall happen 
again. This will be ſufficient 
to hinder their preſent Prattices 


from paſſing into a Precedent, 
as being contradiftious. And 

when they ſhall r#veiw it, we 
hae more reaſon to hope that 
they will abide by the Doctrine 


of Independency, wherein the 


| Au- 
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Authors of theſe ſeveral Hypo- 


theſes are generally agreed, than 
by thoſe particular Sabterfuges 


to excuſe their preſent Caſe, 
wherein. each of them have fougu- 
lar Opinions, and are not ſo 
unani mous. Their good will to 
the Church will not permit them 


to favour Evaſions, which will 


make their : wel l meant Doctrine 
of the Church's Independency in 
general : enſufficient to preſerve. it 
againſt a Perſecuting State, when 
ever that State ſhall endeavour 
to ruin that Church for which 
they own themſelves to have a 
real Zeal. We have therefore 
reaſon to hope that, if the i, 


| temptation to a em Schiſmſhould: | 


dered them) than put them into 


again return, it would rather 
diſcover to them the inſufjiciency 


of their preſent Apolagie t, (when 


they ſhall have ? throughly conſi- ö 


any 


* 


L 7 | : 
£- 
. 
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any hazard of a new fall. That 
is enough to hinder their preſent 
Praftice from paſſing into a Pre- 
cedent. And that it may not do 
„ is the moſt we can expect by 


our Prote ſtati againſt their Pra- 
ice, as Proteſtation is the utter- 
moſt ſecurity that can be gained 


for an oppreſſed Cauſe by fo ſmall. 


and over-vated a Party as we are. 
am ſure we can do more for re- 
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covering it by adding our ſelves to 


Ibis I take to be our true 


the greater numbers of our Ad- 
verſaries than by being confined 


to our own; and more get by 


winning, than by provokeng, them. 


Duty, as our Duty 1s to be deter- 


| mined by Prixciples,from whence 


the certaineſt Rules may be ex- 


| pected for deciſions of this na- 


ture. The Reaſoning from Facłe, 


vithout regard to Principles, is 


very uncertain and litigious. Be- 


cauſe 


13. 
Recoui ſe 
to Free 
ers, for 
keeping 
up an | 
poſite Suc- 
ceſſi to 
Sch'ſmati- 
cal Rivals; 
after the 
death, Cr 
c. ion of 
thoſe who 
hid the 
better title 
is not juß- 
Fable by 
any Pre 
cedent of 
any tole- 
rable Au. 
Fiquilye 
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cauſe we cannot withont Prin- 
ciples, juag what Fafts are deſer- 
vedly allowed, and therefore fit 
to be taken for Precedents. Let, 
though that Topick had been 
admitted of Reaſoning from 
Facts actually approved by the 
Church, without examining them 
by Principles, as pre ſuming that 
they would not have approved 
them unleſs they had krown them 
to be perfectly conformable to 
their Principles: T cannot think 
it juſtifiable tO keep up a Separation 
(where no Fundamental Doctrine 
is concerned) by recourſe to Fo- 


reigners. We own no Extrane- 


ous Metropolitan of any kind, Who 


can pretend to 4 Canonical Ju- 


riſdiction over us, to receive 47 


. peals undeterminable by our do- 


meſtick Eccleſiaſtical ſudicato- 
ries: Either over the whole 


. Catholick. Church (as the Biſhop | 


Cl mfuder d. 


of Jeruſalem Was at firſt, and 
as the Biſhop of Rome is now pre- 
tended to be by the Romaniſts) 
nor particularly over the Church 
of England. We have abjured 
our dependance on any Foreign 
Prelate whatſoever; and have 


aſſerted the dvGxpzais of our 
own Church, and have according- 


ly therefore challenged the Be- 
nefit of the Cyprian Privilege as 
a conſequent of it. That is ſuf- 
ficient to ſhew that we cannot 
break Catholick Unity imme- 
drately, by our not conſulting 
Foreigners in the private con- 
cerns of our own Church; but 
only conſequently, on account of 
the Right our own Biſhops can 
claim to the Communion of Fo- 


reignere by the Rules of Catholick 
Correſpondence, It is withal ſuf- 


ficient to ſhew that the Fo- 
reigners maſt be guilty of the 


o ne chiſt W 
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Schiſm which may follow on 

their intermedling in our Affairs, 

where the Cat hol ick Faitb is not 
concerned. Nor can! find that 
the Catbotick Church ever doubted 
of the Right of a ſingle Perſon in a 
Pacant See, after the Death of an 


injured. Predeceſſor. Nor fur- 


ther, that they ever made a ſcru- 
pulous Retroſpection in the vali- 
dity of the 56s ofs injurious Pre- 
e (ubilſt dhe Figbiful 
Proprietors were {till living, and 
the & chiſy mn yet depending) after 
the ijurious Piſſeſſors were alone 
poſſeſſed, without any Rrval, 
who could pretend a better claim. 


JT rhis purpoſe the Baroccian 


MS. is very full, though very 


- impertinent to the deſign for 
which it was Pabliſhed, of de- 
feuding the Rights of Schiſmati- 
cal Ufargers againſt their living 
_ Rn: But the 


Au- | 
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Aulhor of that MS. proves the 
pretences of the Arſeni ant, as 
well as the 7eſephians, unreaſo- 
nable, and Afkerent from the 
Examples of former Ages, ſo far 
as eicher of them were wnſatiſ- 
fied with terms of Peace honou- 1 
rable to the Memory of the de- 
ceaſed Sufferer, without unravi- 
ling the Acts and Ordinations of 
even the injaious Predeceſſors, 
after the death of Arſenius, who 
was, in truth, a very Holy Per- 
ſon, and ſuffered in a very ex- 
cellent Cauſe, not much unlike 
that wherein our Holy Fathers 
alſo are concerned. St. Chryſo- 
ſtom alſo was extremely hardly 
uſed by both the Snods that 
deprived him. In the former his 
Canonical Exceptions againſt his 
Adverſaries being Judges were 
rejected without bearing. In 
the latter he was precluded from 
hh G 2 being 
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being heard, as to the merit of 
the Cauſes na he was im- 
peached. This endeared him 
to thole who were perſwaded 
of the Fuſtice, of his Cauſe, and 
the flagrancy of the ill Practices 
that were uſed againſt him. 
Hence followed a Schiſm, not 
only in the Church of Conftamins- 
ple, but of the whole Roman 
World, according ty their diffe- 
rent Opinions. of the Proceedings 
againſt him. The Joannites in 
e Eaſt had many Biſhops of 
their Party, who would none 
of them communicate with thoſe 
who were ſubſtituted in his {tead 
in his Throne of Conſtantinople, But 
the Weſt were very unanimous in 


aſſerting his Right againſt the 
Violence of Theophilus of Alexan- 


Aria and his ſeditious C omplices, 
headed therein by Pope Innocent © 
the I. their Helen Patriarch. 


I vet 
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Yet they never offered to fill his 
place after his Death, which was 
in the Year 407. though his 
name was not reſtored into the 
Diptychs by Atticus till the Year 
412. And when that Honour 
was done to his Memory, they 
were immediately reconciFd to 
the Communion of Atticus, wichout 


any ſcruple of his Orders received. 


in che Schiſm,.orany RetroſpefZion 


into his Acts, or the Acts of his 


Predeceſſor Arſacigr, whilſt che 
Schiſm was yet depending. Nor 
did St. Chryſoſtom himſelf expect 
that they ſhould continue cheir 
Fidelity to bim in keeping up a 
diſtinct Communion beyond his 


own Life, as appears from thoſe 


Paſſa ges of his which our Adver- 


Ps have diſtorted to the cafe 


of our living rightful Biſhops. 


But when the Breach was thus 
made up, the Poſtnate Confirma- 
G 3 tion 
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tion - (of what had formerly becn 
tranſacted by the Schiſmaticks 
alone) by the conſent of thoſe who 
had been formerly divided, was 
thought ſufficient to oblige God 
to ratiſie in Heaven what they 
were agreed on in Earth, after 
they were ſo agreed, though it 
had not fo obliged him Originally 
before the ſeveral Parties were 
indeed ſo agreed, So in the Year 
before 411. in the Collation of 
Carthage, c. 16. The Catholicks 
make a Propoſal to the Danati ſt 
Schiſmatical Biſbops, either to 
govern in common with them their 
ſeparate F locks, ſo that the whole 
Bodies might unite under the Sur- 
vi ver g: Or for both the oppoſite 
Claimers to reſgu, and to make 
way for a third who might have 
no Engagment in either Party, 
but zante them, and tranſmit the 
Government of them ſo united 
| s | ro 
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to future Generations. Plainly 
thereby imply ing, that they did 
not think themſelves obliged to 
| continue the divided Succeſſion, 
| - When they might have a united 
Communion under a jingle Poſ- 
ſeſſor, Orthodox in the Faith. 
Implying withal, that they did 
not ſcruple the d Schiſmatical 
Titſe, by which they were fir ſt 

poſſeſſed, when they ſhould ob- 
tain a better Title by having their 
Poſſeſſion rece:ved unanimouſly. 
Nor did the Catholicks any more 
inſiſt on any new Iaveſtiture, in 
caſe; the Donatiſt Biſhop ſhould 
_ ſurvive, than the Donatiſts did, if 
theCatho/ickBiſhop ſhould be left 
alone in the Poſſeſſiun by the Death 
of the Rival Donatiſt. In the 
See of Antioch, the only Excep- 
tion againſt the Succeſhon of 
the Great Meletius, Was, that he 

had received his Conſecration from 

| g 4 | the 
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the Arian Faftion, though he had 
openly enough declared againſt 
the Arian Hereſie. This made 
ſome ſcrupulous of his Communion 
before Lucifer Calaritanus came 
to Antioch, on his Return from 
his Exile under Julian. That 
Lucifer it was who made the 
Schiſm by ſetting up Paulinus 
againſt him, before the Return 
of Meletius from his own Exile, 
to which he alſo had been ad- 
judged for his ſtedfaſtneſs to the 
ſame Nicene Faith with Lucifer, 
by Conſtantius. This was diſli- 

ked by the Alexandrian Synod, to 

4 Lucifer had obliged him- 
ſelf by his Legates, — by Lu- 
Cifer's 'E ellow-Confeſlor Erbin 
Vercellenſis, at his arrival at An- 
tioch. However Meletius, at his 
own Return, made a Propoſal, 

that all might unite under the 
Surviyer, which was readily ac- 
cepted 
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ce pted by the neighbouring Bi- 
' ſhops. Accordinęly Six of the molt 
likely Candidates for the next Ele- 
ction were ſworn to it, among 
whom was Fla pianus, the very 
Perſon who was ſet up as Suc- 
ceſſor, at the death of Meletius, in 
oppoſition to Paulinus. The ex, 
cuſe of Flavianus was, that Pauli- 
nus had not qual! fied himſelf for 
the Succeſſom , by conforming 
to the Faith of Damaſus 5 
which was preſcribed by the 
Reſcript of the Emperor Gra- 
tian. There were ſome then who 
took the terms of d atid eg 
for Synonymous. And while they 
thought ſo, they were afraid of 
owning three Hypo ſtaſes in the 
Trinity, leſt they ſhould thereby 
ſeem to own three Eſſences in it 


. i alſo. This being Vaulinus s Caſe 


Flavianus ſo interpreted it, as if 
he had not owned the three Per- 


N ons 
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ſons of the Trinity confeſſed by 
Damaſus. But this was taken only 
for a pretence. And the Perjury, by 
which Flavianus had accepted of 
the abjured Biſhoprick, poſſeſſed 
molt of his Collegues minds a- 
 gainſt him, and made them very 
_ difficult in admitting his Succeſſion. 
This gave Paulimus an advantage, 
in his Life time, to ſet up Eva- 
- grius againſt him. But that, again, 
was fo Uncanonical, that he was 
not thereby enabled to unite them 
Who were otherwiſe ſufficiently 
diſaffected to PFlavianus. It 
was againſt Canons, for him to no- 
minate his Succeſſor in his Life 
time. It was again againſt other 
Canons, for him to do it without 
his Collegues of his Syed. Thus 
therefore the 8 chiſm continued 
till God was pleaſed to make way 
for Peace by the death of Evagrius. 
Then, and not till then, by the 


ä 
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mediation of the Emperor and the 


Biſhop of Alexandria, and an ho- 
nourable Embaſſy from Flavianus 
himſelf, firſt the Veſtern Biſhops, 
and (by their example and influ- 

_ ence) the Eaſter» Biſhops alſo, 
were united in owning Flavianus, 
about the Year 398, after about 
36 Years continuance of the 
Schiſm. And the reaſon is given, 
that I have been inſiſting on, that 


there was then only one Poſſeſſor. 


So Sox omen expreſſy; & ro, . , 


euprepeis iyporlo Cie Gyno re c NA. 
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_ Hiſt. VIII. 3. This Precedent we 


ſhall have for reuniting, when our 


: *chiſm alſo ſhall be reduced to 
fagle Poſſeſſors, agreeably to the 


ſenſe of the two great Bodies of the 


Eaſtern and Weſter Churches, 
who were al! concerned in that 


diviſiun and union, in that early 


Age. They might eaſily have ſup- _ 


or 


92 


A Caſe in View 
plyed thoſe Canonical defects in the 
Conſccration of Evagriu 65 if they 


had thought it becoming them, 


without the aſſiſtance of Foreigners, 
either in his Perſon, or in another 


Succeſſor after his death. But they 
were ſufficiently ſenſible, that 
| the intermedling of Lucifer, a Fo- 
reigner, had firſt made that Schiſm, 


which they thought it more be- 
coming them to heal than to per- 


petuate it. Nor did they afterwards, | 
inſiſt on their Canonical Exception 


againſt Flavius, when he was 
alone, which they thought ſuffi- 
cient to juſtifie their denyal of 


their Communicatory Letters to 


him while he had a Rival. Why 
ſo, if they had not believed his 
Title to have been thereby made 


better, and leſs exceptionable ? 


Nor did they ever pretend any 
need of any new inveſtiture, but 


immediatly granted their commu- . 


nicatory 


Conſider d. 
nicatory Letters to him, as ſoon as 
they were ſatisfied that it was 
for the Intereſt of the Catholic 
Church, and its Peace, that they 
ſhould do ſo. I do not indeed 


remember any Collation of new 


Power upon a Return from Schiſim, 
unleſs it may be thought ſo in the 


caſe of the Meletiang. The C 0¹. 


cil of Nice decretd the Reception 


of them to the ſame Honours in 


the Church which they had recei- 
ved in the Schiſm. But on that 
condition expreſly, that they 
ſhould receive the SeEαν,ꝭůq of a 
e Neige Sia. But the Caſe 
of Meletius had more in it than 
that of anOrdinarySchiſmatick He 
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Epiſt. 
conc. Nic. * 
ap. Socrates 


I 9. 


was under an expreſs Sentence of 


Deprivation pronounced againſt 


him by his Metropolitan and Pa- 
triarch of Alexandria, which muſt 
have added more to diſanull what 


he might otherwiſe have done, 


not- 


% 
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nothwitſtanding his afual Se- 
paration by his Rebellion againſt 
his Metropolitan together with 
his Metropolitical Synod, It might 
take that away from him wluch 
his Schiſim alone had not depri- 
ved him of. It might, at leaſt, 
have that effect on him, to de- 
prive him of the Right which his 
Baptiſm had given him, of being 
taken for an Authorized Member 
of that Body into which he had 
been Baptixed. And that by 
the ſame Power by which it had 
been conferred on him in his Bap- 
tim. In his Baptiſm, there was 
not only his own Act, devoting 
himſelf to the Divine Service, 
parallel to his own Act reſcinding, 
what he had done there by his 
Schiſm, which divided him from 
that ſame Body into which his 
Baptiſm had incorporated him. 
There was alſo the 4& of God's 
=, Mi- 


i 
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Miniſter Authorixed by him to 
accept and ratifie that ſolemn De- 
dication on God's part, ſo as to 
oblige God alſo to ratifie it in 
Heaven. This could not be fo 
effectually repealed by his own 
Act alone of Separation, as it muſt 
needs be by a Judicial Sentence 
of Re jection out of that ſame Body 
by the ſame Miniſterial Autho- 
rity. This Mini ſterial Re jection 
obliged God in Heaven to reject 
him alſo, and muſt thereby cut 
him o from all Pretenſions of 
having any of his own Acts rati- 
fied in Heaven, which muſt per- 


fectly invalidate all his Acts as a 


Publick Miniſter of the Chriſtian 
Religion. Withal the crime, for 


which he was deprived, of Sacri- 
ficing to the Devil, made him a 


 Communicant with the Devil, and 
thereby made him uncapable of be- 
ing a Member of Chriſt, Much 


more 
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more of ſo honourable a place, in 
his Myſtical Body, as that of be- 
ing a Head in it that might Autho- 
ritatively repreſent and oblige 
Chriſt. He could be no Member of 
Chriſt, who was a Member of the 
Devil. Nor could he pretend 
to the Office of the moſt honou- 
rable Member, whilſt he was un- 
qualified for being any Member 
at all, of our Bleſſed Saviour's 
Myſtical Body. Theſe Conſidera- 
tions may repreſent his Caſe as 
not altogether ſo excuſable as that 
of ordinary Schiſmaticks. In ſome 
regards it may indeed prove fo. 
But, as to Communion, I have pro- 
ved Sobifm alſo to have been ta- 
ken for a Communim with the 
Devil, by the Principles of the 
Prinibive and Apoſtolical Church. 
I therefore rather underſtand the 
more Myſtical Inpoſiti tion of Hands 
(mentioned by the Nicene Fathers 
in 


* 


 Confiderd, 


in the reception of the Meletians 
to the Dignities in the Church al 


of which they had been formerly 
poſſeſſed in the Schiſim) as meant 


of the ' bnpoſution of bands, in re- 


ceiving Pemtents, rather than of 


that which was uſed in Ordina- 
trons, This is therefore ſtyled 


luuemriga, becauſe it made them, 
who were thereby receiyed into 
the Church, Partakers of the 

Myſtical Beneſit, repreſented by 


that $ ymbel of covering with the 


| Hand, that IS, of the overſhadowing 
the Heavenly Spirit, that being 


- * . 


the ordinary Symbol by which the 
Spirit was conveyed among the 


Jews, from whom the Chriſtuans 
received it. This is called a 


Bes aſ co, as | the | gegcla SU 


5 „* 4 


in Jezatius is that which makes 


the Communicants Partakers of the 
Bread from Heaven, which our 


Saviour in St. John VI. calls his 


owti 


— 
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OWII Fleſh. The meaning there- 
fore of the Fathers, was, that in 
the Reception of the Proſelyted 
Melitians, Impoſitiunn of Hand- 
ſhould al fl ffice, without a 
-new Baptiſm, which notwith- 
- ſtanding was alſo judged requi- 
ſite in Be Reconciliation of the 
_ Samiſatenian Penitenty, Can. x1x. 
Thus the Melitians were admitted 
on the ſame terms as the Nova- 
- tians, Can. viii. Not only to the 
fame Sacerdotal Orders, tn to the 

ſame. Places wherein they had 
formerly officiated, provided 
places had not been before 


In that Cafe, the Council took 
care that the Nopatian Con- 


at the fi Conveniency. Which 


ver) ſame Encouragements were, 


inall likelihood, intended for the T 
bs y Converts * the Melitians 
alſo. 


C onſider d. 


alſo: This is perfectly agreeable 
to the Principles of the Fathers 
of that Age, who (whatever they 
thought of the Baptiſm of ſome 
Hereticks or Schiſmaticks) were 
notwithſtanding wanmous in be- 
lieving that all Dividers of the 
Unity of the Spirit Joſt thereby all 
the. Right they had formerly to 
the Spirit, whoſe Unity had been 
violated by them. This even 
St. Auguſtine and his Followers 


granted , how much ſoever 
they defended the validity of the 
 Baptiſms of Heretical, or Schiſmas 


ical, Communions. They theres 


fore all agreed that this Impoſition 
of hands, by the Biſhops, was ne- 


ceſlary for Converts from all _— 
polite Communions, in order to 
their Recovery of the Spirit which 

had been ft and forfeited by 


their Diviſon. Wichout this 


their Reunion muſt be judged im. 


. pers 
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per felt, if it were only in one Bo- 
ay, without that principal | Unity 


of the Spirit. And the reaſon why 


it is particularly mentioned on 


this occaſion of the Reconcilia- 
tion of (lergymen, is, in favour of 


the Perſons ſo reconciled, to ob- 


viate an Objection that might 


otherwiſe have been made agarnſt 
their Reconciliation, ſo as to qua- 
liſte them for future Miniſtrations. 
The Canons of the (hurch had ex- 


eluded thoſe from ever officiating 


for the future in any Holy Mmiſtry 


who had ever been ſo unhappy 


as to fall into ſuch Crimes as might 


' make them liable ro the Publick 


Diſcipline of che Church,and might 
ſo them tO the Shame and Re- 


blick Penitents. This was indeed 
originally intended for Hnmorali- 


ies and Crimes of Pablick ill Re- 


pute, even in the eſteem of Infi- 
i «$4 ae 15. 


Conſader d. 
dels. But they, who were re- 
conciled from Errors of dividing 
Opinions, underwent the fame 
Diſcipline, and ſuſtained the 
Perſons of Penitents, and were 
received into the Church by the 
ſame Ceremony by which Penitents 
were received, by the Impoſition 


of the hands of the Biſhops. The 


deſign therefore of the Nicene 
Fathers, in this treatment of the 
Melitians, was, to let them under- 
ſtand, that, tho their Reception 
into the Church, was, like that of 


other Penitente, by Dapoſitian of 


bande, yet that they miglit expect 


a favour, which no other fort of 


Penitente could, by the Canons of 
the Church, pretend to, that the 
ſame Impoſition of hands ſhould 
qualifie them, not only for the 
Communion of the Catholicł Church, 
but alſo for continuing the fame 
Offices in it, which they had before 
NE) H 3 re. 
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received in their Separation. 

Plainly therefore the Inpoſition of 
bands, here mentioned, is not 
that of Ordination, but that which 

was oppoſed to Baptiſm of Water 

in the Keconcili ation of Penztents 

from other oppoſite Communions. 

do Pope Innocent I. under{tood it 
a. n. in the Caſe of Bonoſiaci. He 

mentions a Synodical Decree of 

Auyſius Archbiſhop of T beſſolonica 

in the times of his Predeceſſors 

Damaſiu and Siricius, concerning 

the Clergy of theſe Hereticks, Ut 

quos Boneſus ordinaverat Ordi- 

nati reciperentur. That 18, that 

they ſhould be received together 

with the Orders which they had 

received from Bonoſus. This he 

obſerves to have been perfectly 
agreeable to the mind of the 

Council of Nice in the Caſe of 

the Novatians, ut accept mans 
impoſitione, fic maneant in Clero, 
bh Can. 
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Can. viii. exactly as in the 
Greek, www Se. Plainly inti- 

mating, that the Inpoſition of 
hands, here ſpoken of, gave them 
nothing new, but only continued 
What they had received before. 
Yet that itſelf was a favour, that 


it did not make them incapable | 


of Ordinations, as, in other Caſes, 
that had been alone ſufficient to 
have ſtopped all further Progreſs 
to all Eccleſiaſtical Preferments, 
af it could have been proved 
againſt any Perſon, that the Bi- 
15 hands had been impoſed on 
him as a Penitent. This therefore 
Innocent approved, who owned 


no other Canons but the Nicene, 


and, very probably, looked on 
them, as ſeveral of his Succeſſors 


did, as . Nor does 


he the leaſt 


of receiving Orders given without 
the Church, he only pleads it to 


H 4 be 


ruple the lawfulneſs 


n rr K nts ornate nee — — 
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be a favour, not anzverſal, but re- 
vocable at Pleaſure. And he proves 
it to have been ſo, becauſe the 
ſame favour was denied to the Pau- 
lianiſts, or Samoſatenians, d quibus 
venientes etiam baptizari præci- 
piunt, Can. x ix. His words plain- 
by imply, that beſides the Impofe- 
tion of hands, with which other 
Corverts were received, theſe were 


alſo to receive a new Baptiſm. 


What can be plainer than that 

| hands here diſpu- 
ted of was the very ſame that was 
concerned in the Controverſie 


between Stephanus (who was for 


receiving all 'Heretzcal Converts 
with Inpoſition of hands alone) 
and S. Cyprian who was not fatis- 


fied with that Impoſition' Of 
Hands alone without a fecond 
Baptiſm? The words of the 
Nicene Canon itſelf are ſuffi- 
ciently evident to this purpoſe. 


E? 


Conſider d. 1 
Et d ( mreg e mf TapenuÞtm Ag W = 
Tf NA End aS, & C diftf loi © 
ArHAνẽ,ĩ lei porciey, | agar [Ser xa 
pe vel ON d TB Ti; Ka WAH j 
Shorhes. ei O 5 ee dem mh, 
ard WEWKN, A Hνẽtg arg - 9 
_ ixc, The Xeipogriz , here ſpoken | | 
of, goes before the ad % whe- 
ther the Clergy Converts were wor- 
thy to keep the places of which 
they had been poſſeſſed among 
their o/d Brethren. It had been 
very prepoſterous. for them firſt 
to have put them into a place by 
their own Act before they had 
examined whether® they were fit 
for it. It then follows that, if, 
upon that examination, they Were 
not found fit, they were to be de- 
pri ved, UD Certainly of 
the Honours they had received 
before their converſion, not of 
thoſe which were given by the 
Biſbops who received them. For 
Wy he 
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why ſhould thoſe ſame Bi hops 
1 it fit to inveſt them with 
thoſe Offices, which themſelves, 
after the examination (to which 
this Cam obliged them) might 
think themſelves again obliged 
to deprive them of? In the end 
of the Canon, Deaconeſſes are 
alſo mentioned, as Perſons for 
whom the favour of the Canon 
was deſigned, though they had 
none of the x«g»%nx that might 
diſtinguiſh them from the — 4 | 
that is, of that which properly 
belon ged to Ordination. Theſe 
therefore are Yuppoſed to haye 
received the x2 joined in 
this Canon with Baptiſm as a 
Ceremony for reconciling Con- 
verts, as plainly diſtinguiſhed 
from the Neis, to which it 
18 oppoſed, of e All 
this Innocent approves of. He 
only excepts a Caſe which occa- 
ſioned 


\ 
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ſioned the writing of that Epi- 


ſtle. It was of thoſe who pur- 
poſely went over to the Bonoſians 
to get thoſe Orders from them 
which they could not have ho- 


ped for in the Church, Yet, 


with a hope of getting them in 
Courſe received upon their Return 
to the Church, from which they 
had departed on that very pro- 
ſpect. This had been, indie, 


as he ſays, Non folum penitentian 
non agere, verum etiam honore 


cumulari. It had been an Encou- 
ragement to Apoſtacy,if they might 
have obtained, by their /eaving 
the Church, thoſe Hades which 
their Merits could never haye 
procured them in it. This 


= therefore Innocent forbids, and 


very reaſonably. Becauſe this 


would not be to receive them as 


Penitents (as the Tmpoſitim of 


_ by which they were re- 


= = eived, 
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himſelf calls HONORS if they 


A Caſe in View 

2 ſuppoſed them) if they 
were Gainers by their 2240 Let 
he ſuppoſes them to have eng 
nothing from Banoſus of what he 


deſigned to give them, and there- 
fore that the Hereticks Act was 


utterly invalid. So thoſe words 


his do plainly enough! import: Ad 
ſummam ceriè, qui mhil a Bonoſo 
acceperunt, rei ſunt u uſurpate digni- 
tatis, qui conficiendorum Sacramen- 

torum ſihi vendicaverunt Autorita- 


tem, atq; id ſe putaverunt eſſe, quod 


de his nulla fuerat Regulari ra- 
ttone conceſſum. He calls it 20. 
thing. He makes it li ſurpation to 
practice the Authority received 


from ſuch an Ordinatim. He 


makes it wholl y putatitioug. Yet 
he owns it in the Church's 
Power (if ſhe thought fit) to 
allow them to practice that ſame 
Power after their Reception, which 


had 


 Confuderd. 
had practiced it before. When 


— there had been 


no other Inpoſition of hands uſed 
in receiving them, than what 
was wſual in receiving ordinary 


Laicks, who had not the leaſt 
Pretenſims to any Eccleſiaſtical 


Power properly ſo called, This, 


I think, fully amounts to what 
J have endeavoured to prove in 
this Diſcourſe, that what was 
avalidly given in Schiſm, might 

in a Falidiy which it wanted 
| e he Church's conſent 
(when the Perſon was capable 


+ it, and the Impediments re- 


moved which before had hindred 


it) without a new Inveſtiture. And, 


for this we have the then greateſt 

| Weſtern Authority 1 that of the 
Meſtern Patriarch himſelf. And of 
him only as an Interpreter of the 
” greatef nde of Chriſtendom, 
Dex 
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next the Apoſties, that of the firſt 
and moſt uni verſally received Ge- 
neral Council, that of Mice. And, 
if this Reaſoning held in Caſes 
where Hereſy was concerned as 
well as Schiſm; it muſt proceed 
with more force in ors, when we 
ſhall have nothing to plead for 

 invalidating Acts already paſt but 

 Schiſm alone. So St. Ferome ob- 

| ſerves that the Luciferian Schiſm: 

was extinguiſhed in Sardinia, 

when it was reduced to Hilariut 

the Deacon who had no power 
to ſubſtitute a Succeſſor. Vet the 

ſame Luciferians had a ſtrong 

Party at Rome, ſufficient to make 

an Antibiſbop, of their own Sect, 

Urfcinus, in oppolition to Dama- 

ſur. And with a better Title than 

Damaſus himſelf, if we may be- 

lieve the Libellus Precum of Fan- 

ftinus and Marcellinus publiſhed 

by Sirmondus. He lived in Exile 


* 
— 8 * 
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many Years, (as appears from 

the Appendix Codicis Theodoſtani) 

and might have given them in 

| Sardinia a Biſho jou if it had then 
lo 


been thought allowable for even 
A pretended Biſhop of Rome it ſelf 
to have done ſo. I might have 
made the like Obſervations 3 in 
the beginnings of our Engliſb 


Church, if J could have ſatisf " | 


my ſelf 1 in. Reaſoning from ſo l. 
Precedents. The Diſputes — 


them and the Scots and Britaius 
proceeded fo far as to end in a 


Schiſm, though the matters (re- 


lating to the Paſchal Cycle and 


the Eccleſiaſtical tonſure *) were 


not, perhaps, of ſo great impor- 


tance as to deſerve it. Yet both 


ſides were for dividing from each 
others Communion for them, and 
the ſmallneſs of the occaſion made 


che breach, that followed on it, 
"I Imatical rather than Heretical. 


\ 
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However, that did not hinder 
but that Coleman might have con- 
tinued his Biſhoprick of Lindiffarn 
on the ſame a he had re- 
cri ved it, of Orders he had receiv- 
ed from the Scots (who were 
then divided from the Northum- 


brian Engliſh ) if he would thence 
forward — complyed with the 
| Roman Practice then firſt received 


by the ſame Northambrians. ? Be- 


ſides Bede mentions another time 


when there was not one Biſhop in 
England, except Nini, who was 


not involved in the contagion of 


Schiſmatical Orders, either from 
the Scots or Britains. And he 
alſo was Guilty of a Crime,which, 
by later Canons, would have diſ- 
55 his own Orders, that is, 
Simony. j. That put them on a pro- 

of deriving a better title (as 
they thought) to Poſterity, from 


8 France, or Fome it ſelf, as vacan- 


cles 
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cies ſhould Fall. But without 
any Solicitude for what had paſt 
formerly, before the Schiſm was 
ended. I know not one ſingle In- 
{tance, in any tolerable Antiqui- 
ty, wherein a foreign Aſſiſtance 
was deſired for continuing a Suc- 
ceſſun, after a devolution to a 
ſugle Perſon, purely on Account 


of the invalidity of what had 


been tranſacted dur ing the Schiſm. 
On the contrary, beſides the Ba. 

roccian MS. there is another Col- 
lection, of Photius the Patriarch, 
in MS. alſo, of ſeveral examples, 
wherein ſuch paſt Irregularities 
had been, in general, ratifyed af- 


ter a Reconciliation, 


TLNDE: 


Latel y Publiſhed 


Ccaſional Communion fundamen; 

tally deſtructive ofthe Diſcipline 
of the Primitive Catholick Church, and 
contrary tothe Doctrine of the lateſt $ Scrip- 
tures concerning Church Communion Io 


by Henry Dod well. M. A. 5 


The Caſe of * Admiſſion of Occa- 


fional Conformiſts to the Holy Com- 


munion , before they renounce their 
Schiſm, conſider 'd, by way of Appeal 


to the 'Gatholick Chick of the Primi- 
tive Ages, and to theChurchof England, = 


as by Law Eſtabliſh'd ſince the Refor- 


mation. Offer d with all due Reſpet? 1 to 


the Reverend C lergy. 
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